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THE Court of the Master of the Rolls has this week 
shown its usual proportion of winding up petitions, and 
it seems to be well settled that the profession have 
selected his Lordship as the favourite judge for the settlo- 
ment of the practice in these now numerous cases. In 
reference to such tentative petitions as are presented for 
the purpose of, as it were, putting a company on its de- 
fence by persons who would, if their transactions could be 
investigated, come within the classification of “those who 
take shares only for the purpose of winding-up a com- 
pany,” His Lordship, in the case of the Bank of Turkey, 
reported elsewhere in our columns, dismissed a petition 
to wind up the company, presented by a shareholder, said 
to be a member of the StockExchange, and without hear- 
ing counsel forthecompany. His Lordship remarked that 
“subscribers for shares must be supposed, at all events 
by the Court, to have taken them in the belief that the 
company they invested in was a solid commercial under- 
taking with a reasonable prospect of success, and not for 
the mere purpose of selling them at a premium,” and he 
accordingly refused to entertain the application before a 
reasonable term of trial had elapsed. We have more than 
once had the misfortune to differ from Lord Romilly on 
important questions of equity, and it is, therefore with 


. the greater pleasure that we now cordially congratulate 


the public on this expression of his Lordship’s opinion, 
which must tend greatly to discourage these improper 
applications, 

With reference to costs his Lordship has also this week, 
in another case, laid down a rule of great importance. In 
R: The Humber Ironworks and Shipbuilding Company 
(Limited), which will be found in our legal notes this 
week, his Lordship said that “in future, whenever a 
company successfully resisted a petition for winding it 
up, the company would be allowed its costs against the 
petitioner, but that no costs would be allowed to any 
shareholder or director who appeared separately to op- 
pose, unless the petition contained serious personal charges 
of fraud or misconduct against him, which were proved 
to be false. On the other hand, where creditors succeeded 
in obtaining an order for winding-up a company, whether 
the company presented a petition for that purpose itself 
or not, the creditors would be allowed their costs; but, if 
creditors did not unite, but appeared separately, only one 
‘set of costs would be allowed them, the distribution of 
which the creditors must themselves arrange.” This 
decision of the Master of the Rolls will tend to miti- 
gate the dismay occasioned by the expressions at- 
tributed to Vice-Chancellor Kindersley, which gave rise to 
an apprehension that all winding-up petitions might be 
stopped by the dread of multiplied costs in cases of fail- 
ure, and the thanks of the public are due to his Lordship 
for this wholesome rule. 

And, while upon this subject, we may notice the com- 
plaints now being made, that great delay takes place at 
the Rolls in enforcing claims on shareholders whence 
it follows that the creditors of a company, being wound- 
up, are kept for a lengthened period out of any divi- 
dend which may ultimately come to them, 





Numerous complaints on this score have reached us, of 
which, per: , the loudest wail is that of “ Another cre- 
ditor ” who Thus writes in a leading contemporary:— 

“Looking at the mass of obligations of limited lia- 
bility companies and the existing apprehension that more 
may have to be wound up in chancery, it is imperative 
that prompt action should be taken to have creditors’ 
claims speedily adjusted. The present practice of wind- 
ing up such concerns in chancery is simply a protection 
to shareholders at the expense of their creditors; and if 
the present unsatisfactory and unaccountable delay is the 
fault of either the law or of those by whom itis ad- 
ministered, it should be, to prevent the grossest wrong 
and injury, at once remedied. Many solvent creditors, 
where there is a winding-up in chancery, are brought to 
the verge of bankruptcy by the delay in the settlement 
of their claims, and at all events are frequently compélled 
to sacrifice their own property in times of distrust to 
honourably meet their engagements. Their debtors, the 
shareholders, are, in the meantime, permitted to evade 
payment for a long term, if not, to escape from it 
altogether. * * * The present state of affairs may 
be very satisfactory and pleasant to concoctors of com- 
panies, solicitors, and accountants, and equally so to direc- 
tors and shareholders, but is calculated to create wide- 
spread disaster to the trading and commercial communi- 
ties of the country.” 

These creditors must recollect, however, that ail the 
normal administration business of the Court has to be 
carried on in chambers as usual, and that the creditors 
under estates in process of administration are at least as 
well entitled to complain of the delay of their suits 
caused by the winding-up orders as vice rersa. We have 
ourselves heard the Master of Rolls complain of the ex- 
tent to which his chambers were “blocked up” with 
winding-up orders, 

We know that the present staff in the Rolls chambers 
is hard worked and scarely adequate for the extra work 
this class of business entails upon them, and, as this 
staff is on a parliamentary basis, it is out of the power 
of the chancellor to provide such assistance as woul 
be needed to enable the chief clerks to get through 
the work in a reasonable time; and if the present 
state of things is to continue, parliamentary powers, 
to obtain this assistance, should be got with the 
least possible delay. Chancery proceedings are not now, 
as they have been within living memory, a bye-word 
for heart-sickening delay, and it were a pity they should 
ever be suffered to return to their old slow-going pace; 
then, indeed, the fault was with the forms of procedure, 
but if now it should arise from parsimony on the part of 
the House of Commons, the grievance will be less excus- 
able, and no less detrimental to the public interests. 





OUR CORRESPONDENT, “a solicitor, largely interested 
in property on the intended site,” who addressed to us so 
alarmed a letter* on the subject of the litigation con- 
nected with the site of the Palace of Justice, will see the 
best commentary on his remarks in the caso of Mess 
v. Her Majesty’s Commissioners of the New Law Courts, 
which appears elsewhere in our columns. If the com- 
missioners establish (as some railway companies did) a 
“common form tender ” of five shillings, how much liti- 
gation does he suppose will ensue? 





BEFORE ADHESIVE STAMPS were in use for other pur- 
poses than postage of letters there was very little possi- 
bility that any of the smaller stamps could be used a 
second time or otherwise fraudulently dealt with. Im- 
pressed upon the paper on which the document was 
inscribed they were not capable of being removed, and it 
was not then necessary to make any regulations for their 
being properly defaced. Now, however, the case is altered, 
and while every facility is given for the use of adhesive 
stamps where practicable, it becomes imperative that 
proper precautions should be enforced to cause every 

T 10 scl. Jour. £66, 
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stamp used to be effectually defaced for the protection of 
the public and the prevention of fraud on_the revenue. 
The Act of 16 & 17 Vict. c. 59, which @§ instituted 
the penny receipt stamp, appointed a specific mode by 
which such stamps are to be eancelled “so that the same 
may not be again used.” The person giving the receipt 
is bound, before delivering it out of his hands, to obliterate 
the stamp “by writing thereon his name or the initial 
letters of his name.” In the then state of information on 
the subject this mode was considered sufficient for all 
the purposes required, but such has not proved to be the 
case. 

Last week a clerk was brought up before a magistrate 
on a charge of obtaining money by false pretences. The 
practice of the prisoner had been to take the receipt stamps 
off old accounts and place them on new ones. On receiv- 
ing acheque from his employer to pay an account, he 
would pocket the money and put the account on the file 
with a receipt stamp already defaced by the person en- 
titled to receive the amount. This course of operation was 
naturally discovered after a time by thesameaccounts being 
sentin again, but the clerk was said to have succeeded in the 
meantimein fraudulently obtaining nolessasum than £300. 
In this state of facts the remark of Mr Knox was ob- 
viously just when he said that “if persons put the date on 
stamps it would prevent them from being used again”— 
that is to say, it would, as between tradesman and cus- 
tomer, effectually prevent such a fraud; as between em- 
ployer and clerk this seems more doubtful ; for the em- 
ployer would, in all possibility, be contented with seeing 
the stamped receipts on his file, without examining the 
stamps. As to the proposition that any employer is to 
keep his receipt file out of the reach of his own clerks, 
that would amount to a stoppage of business altogether 
in the generality of cases. 

It is worthy of note that the Legislature has recognised 
the necessity for such a precaution in an Act of 23 Vict. 
c. 15, establishing the use of penny stamps on certificates 
of birth, &c., and on delivery orders. The 9th section of 
this Act requires all adhesive stamps used thereunder to 
be effectually cancelled and obliterated by the person is- 
suing the instrument, “by writing upon it his name, or 
the name of his firm or principal, or the initial thereof 
respectively, and the date of the day and year on which he 
shall so write the same ;” and the same course has been 
taken with respect to the new common law stamps by a 
general order which we publish to-day. 

Practically we know that great irregularity prevails in 
the mode of obliterating penny stamps; the date is often 
omitted, and sometimes both name and date, the stamp 
being defaced merely with a cross, while, on receipts, it 
is not unfrequently the custom to add the date. If there 
were any mode whereby the whole community could be 
told what is desirable in these cases, there would be no 
necessity to legislate on the subject; self-interest would 
enlist everyone in the universal desire to prevent fraud, 
but, as there appears no effectual way in which the 
proper defacing of stamps can be effected except by 
law, it becomes the duty of the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue to obtain a parliamentary sanction which shall 
assimilate the requirements of the law with regard to all 
the various classes of adhesive stamps. It may not be 
possible effectually to prevent fraud, but the regulations 
of 23 Vict. c. 15, s. 9, seem the best adapted for that end. 


THE IRIsH BAR are making just now a great fuss 
because certain colonial judgeships, whose late pos- 
sessors had been taken from their ranks, have been 
given to their brethren on this side of the water. 
The complaint is about as reasonable as that absurd 
demand which has unfortunately obtained too much 
currrency in this country, that appointments in Ireland 
itself should be distributed, not with regard to the 
comparative merits of the candidates, but so as to observe 
a certain proposition in the religious opinions of the 
appointees ; this proportion, moreover, not being that ob- 
taining amongst the possible candidates for the offices in 





qustion, but that existing in the total population of the 
island. 

One would have supposed that, if any argument at all 
could be drawn from the fact that Sir Matthew Sausse 
had been a member of the Irish bar, it would have been 
on the principle that “turn about is fair play,” in favour 
of an Englishman as his successor; but, in truth, the 
principle isan unsound one. Let the best men be appointeg 
wherever they can be got, and we do not doubt that the 
Irish bar will obtain their fair share of the appointments 
—indeed, we believe, more than their fair share, not be. 
eause they number an unusual proportion of “ good men » 
in their ranks, but because, unfortunately for them 
colonial appointments, as compared with success at home. 
are a more tempting bait in the Four Courts than in 
Westminster Hall. 

In our opinion the sooner the existing distinction jg 
swept away the better; we would be glad to see all bar. 
risters, wherever called, qualified to practice in every 
court in England and Ireland. 

THE BILL for affirming, by legislative declaration, the 
judgment of the Court of Queen’s Bench in Charlotte 
Winsor’s case, has been the subject of comment not alto- 
gether favourable in the daily papers. On this question 
the Morning Post has some remarks which, if the consti- 
tutional principle of distrusting the judge is to be pre- 
served, seem very pertinent and important. Our contem- 
porary says:— 

Whether it is expedient or not to insist on unanimity in 
juries is a question which does not arise on the consideration 
of the present bill; but if that principle of unanimity is pre. 
served, it does seem monstrous to suggest that accused 
persons are to be put upon their trial over and over again 
until twelve men are found who, almost without leaving 
the box, will make up their minds to return a verdict of 
acquittal or conviction. 

The answer which the Court of Queen’s Bench gave 
to this was, in effect, “ you cannot believe that the judges 
would exercise this power oppressively,” but the reply is, 
that times have been, and may come again, when judges 
were not to be trusted in this particular, and though it 
may be in the highest degree improbable that the power 
of the Crown may reproduce a Scroggs, a Pemberton, or 
a Jefferies, it is not by any means impossible that our 
descendants, if not we ourselves, may have to rely on 
the discretion (?) of an Allonby, a Best, vr a Barlow. No 
avoidable discretion should, in criminal matter, be vested 
in any individual, however high his station or unquestion- 
able his integrity. 


IT IS UNNECESSARY to appeal to the well-known saying 
ascribed to O’Connell respecting the ease with which Acts 
of Parliament can be evaded, for every day brings an 
instance of barefaced and open defiance of the law in 
some one or other of the numerous ways best known to 
the parties concerned. The case of MeCullum v. Beeton, 
which was heard on Friday, the 23rd February, before 
the Lord Chief Justice of England, and a special jury, 
reminds us of a notorious evil which the Legislature has 
attempted to put down, but which is still rampant to the 
ruin of hundreds, and the scandal of the public. 

Previous to the year 1853 the nuisance, and other evils, 
occasioned by betting houses, attracted the attention of 
Parliament, and the Act of 16 & 17 Vict. c. 119 was 
passed for their suppression. Now, it is obvious that if 
the effect of this Act has merely been to drive the keepers 
of betting houses into the open air, and if they can there 
carry on their trade with impunity, it has not effected 
its object. That object may be ascertained from the 
preamble, which recites that a kind of gaming has of late 
sprung up tending to the injury and demoralization of 
improvident persons by the opening of places called 
betting houses or offices, and the receiving of money in 
advance by the owners or occupiers of euch houses or 
offices, or by other persons acting on their behalf, on their 
promises to pay money on events of horse races and the 
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like contingencies. The 1st section forbids the keeping 
of a betting house, and the second makes such a house a 
gaming house within the Act of 8 & 9 Vict. c. 109, the 
third imposes a penalty on the owner or occupier of the 
house, aud the fourth is the section which is habitually 
evaded by advertising members of the betting fraternity. 
It imposes a penalty of £50, and committal in default, on 
any person “ being the owner or occupier of any house, 
&e., opened for betting purposes, or any person acting on 
his behalf, or any person having the care or management, 
or in any manner assisting in conducting the business 
thereof,” for receiving any money, Xc.,asa deposit on any 
et on a horse race, &e. 

If those honest members of society who meet “ behind 
the brewery,” or at “the ruins,” do not come within the 
meaning of this Act, it would certainly be worth while 
to try whether those who advertise that they “accept 
commissions on all races,” and obtain the “ best odds,” 
are not liable to the penalties imposed by the Act. As 
the bill was originally framed, it was made penal for 
any person to receive a deposit on a bet, but it was 
finally altered so as to include only the owner or occupier 
of “a betting house.” What name can be given to the 
house, the address of which is given in such advertise- 
ments as that above referred to? If itis not a betting 
office within the meaning of the Act, it undoubtedly 
ought to be. 

The transactions exposed in M’Cullum v. Beeton are 
not calculated to excite sympathy either for the betting 
man or his victim, but honest people who suffer losses at 
the hands of clerks, &c., who are tempted to dishonesty 
by such facilities for gambling, must have a strong feeling 
on the subject of betting, and they are entitled to the | 
utmost consideration. It is for the benefit of this latter | 
class that Parliament professed to legislate, and much j 
temains to be done to make that legislation effectual. ' 
We hope that the present session will not be suffered to 
pass without some attempt at least to stop the gaps 
already effected in the existing Act. 

The present plan of meeting out of doors is not only 
open to all the objections to the old betting houses, but 
is also a public nuisance, as appears from the following 
extract, taken from a late number of the Daily News :— 

Tue Berrinc NUISANCE 1N THE Crty.—Yesterday a de- 
putation of the parish of St. Bride waited upon Mr, Alder- 
man Hale, the presiding magistrate at the Guildhall Police- 
court, to complain of the nuisance occasioned by the daily 
assemblage of betting men in the City. It was stated that 
hoardings having been erected around the waste ground in 
Victoria-street, where these persons formerly congregated, 
they had taken up a position at the north-west corner of Far- 
ringdon-street and Fleet-street, and caused thus an obstrue- 
tion in both thoroughfares. Not less than 2,000 were, it | 
was stated, assembled when the deputation left. 1,500 had 
been actually counted on the previous day by the clerk of | 
Mr. Houlditch, who lives at the corner of Farringdon-street, 
and there were many more left. Alderman Hale said that 
he would render every assistance in his power to abate the 
nuisance, and that in all cases brought before him he would 
excercise the full authority vested in him as 1 magistrate. 
The deputation then withdrew. 








IT IS STATED, on what we believe to be good authority, 
that Mr. Sargood, who for some years enjoyed a con- 
siderable practice in the Bankruptcy and Insolvency 
Courts, has left Basinghall-street,and has joined the ranks 
of the Parliamentary bar. 


ANOTHER REGISTRAR has had a narrow escape from 
serious, if not fatal, injury by the falling of the ceiling 
of his chambers in Southampton-buildings. The special 
providence which causes some men to be considered 
fortunate, had, on Wednesday, decreed that this gentle- 
man, who should, strictly speaking, have been in atten- 
‘dance at his chambers, should be sitting in the Court of 
Appeal for another, who was unavoidably absent. About 
noon on Wednesday a large portion (about twelve square 





feet) of the ceiling fell without warning; and the 


mortar being about an inch and a-half thick, it is 
tolerably certain that the weight of so much material 
would have been too much for the thickness of any 
moderate skull on which it might have fallen from a 
height of sixteen feet (the height of the room in 
question). It is understood that the Lord Chancellor has 
had his attention called to the matter, but nothing has 
as yet been done by the Board of Works towards making 
safe the building their operations have to plain demon- 
stration rendered dangerous both to the public and the 
officials who use it. 

IT APPEARS by a letter from Mr. Nelson, published in 
the Money Market Review of last week, that that journal 
was misinformed as to some of the facts on which the 
article, on which we last week offered some remarks, was 
grounded. It appears that no offer whatever had been made 
to the brokers, as a body, to try the case of all by admis- 
sions to be made by one on behalf of all, but that certain 
persons, against whom actions were about to be brought, 
were asked to save costs by making certain admissions, 
and had not yet either consented ur declined so to do. 

This, as the Money Market Review very frankly admits, 
completely disposes of the case against Mr. Nelson in their 
view of the matter; it does not, however, in the least 
affect our remarks upon the point, which were made upon 
the assumption that our contemporary was accurately 
informed. The only practical difference seems to us to 
be that it appears that the City did not make what we 
thoughta praiseworthy, though somewhat quixotic, attempt 
to induce all the Stock Exchange to nominate one re- 
presentative of all their interests. It now appears that 
the course pursued has been the ordinary course in such 
cases, viz., for the plaintiff to bring such actions as he 
thinks fit, leaving it to the defendants to have the pro- 
ceedings consolidated if they can. 





ATTORNMENT—SURRENDER. 


Attornment at the common law was “the consent of 
the tenant to the grant of the seigniory, or the reversion, 
putting him (the grantee) into the possession of the ser- 
vices due from such tenant” (Gilb. Ten. 81). Without 
attornment, which must have been in the lifetime of both 
grantor and grantee, the grant of a reversion by deed 
would have been wholly void (Co. Litt. 309a). The 
feudal relation, in its origin, being formed upon con- 
siderations personal to the parties to the contract, we 
can understand why it was considered so important that 
no change should be made by the act of either of the 
parties to the compact, which would have had the effect 
of compelling either party in invitum to accept another 
lord or tenant than the one with whom, or whose an- 


' cestor, that compact was originally formed. The succes- 


sors in the course of nature, by birth, were those who, in 
the purity of the feudal doctrines, were contemplated as 
the persons who were to continue the reciprocal duties, 
and who were deemed likely to fulfil the relative per- 
sonal obligations which were undertaken by their an- 
cestors. Frtes creantur fortibus was a maxim, with the 
truth of which our progenitors would seem to have been 
strongly impressed; hence, the strictness of the early 
notions as to the inalienability of the feud by either lord 
or tenant (see Butler’s note to Co. Litt. 309a, No. 1). 
Long after the time when the feud became freely 
alienable by the tenant, as against his feudal superior, 
the tenant’s right of attornment, on the grant of his 
lord, remained unaltered. The summary powers which 
have always been possessed by landlords for enforcing 
the obligations of their tenants, was probably one reason 
which approved the convenience of a rule by which the 
tenant was always able to know whether the party 
making a distress upon him was the person lawfully 
entitled to do so, For, a person claiming to exercise the 
rights of a landlord, whose title was not clearly admitted. 
would probably, in times when resort was frequently had 
to the strong hand, have often encountered a forcible re- 
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sistance. The ancient dread of maintenance, too, under- 
laid and influenced all the considerations of our ancestors 
on this subject (Gilb. Ten. 100). 

The exigency of the terms of the Statute of Uses was 
held to have the effect of dispensing with the common 
law rule of the necessity of attornment, in all convey- 
ances taking effect by way of use (Co. Litt. 309 b), and 
the same rule was always applied to devises, as well those 
by virtue of a custom as those authorised by the Statutes 
of Wills (Co. Litt. 322 a b). The operation of the rule 
of attornment was thus greatly narrowed, and at length, 
by the statute 4 Ann, c. 16, ss. 9, 10, the necessity of 
attornment on the grant of reversions, rents, &c., was 
entirely abolished, and by this Act notice to the terre- 
tenant of the grant will secure to the grantee the same 
remedies by distress and suit which were formerly gained 
by him on the attormment of the tenant. Since the 
passing of this Act it has generally been considered that 
attornment, once so important a branch of our law, had 
ceased to have any legal consequences beyond sometimes 
operating usefully, by way of estoppel, as against the 
tenant making it, and thereby dispensing with the neces- 
sity of evidence in the deduction of the title to the re- 
version: Grover v. Weodhousc, 1 Bing. 38, 2 Bing. 71. 

However, a recent decision of Vice-Chancellor Wood’s 
has given the subject a practical interest. In the case of 
Edwards vy. Wickwar, 14 W.R. 79, 363, the circumstances 
appear, in effect, as to this point, to have been thata 
lease was made for a term cf years to A., which lease it 
would appear was never in any way acted upon, or, at 
least, had not been duly surrendered, when a subsequent 
lease Was made to B., which latter was acted upon and 
treated as a valid lease. The property was then sold, 
subject to the leasetoB. The purchaser, however, becom- 
ing aware of the existence of the deed making the lease 
to A., required that it should be surrendered. A szar- 
render was taken by the vendor (the original lessor of 
both leases) to himself, but this was objected to by 
the purchaser as ineffectual, because of the mesne lease to 
B., which, it was contended, was a lease of the reversion, 
and, as such, entitled B. to the rent and covenants on the 
first leaseto A. The Vice-Chancellor, however, held that 
as there had been no attornment by the first to the second 
lessee, there was nothing to prevent the surrender being 
effectual, and overruled the objection raised to the title 
on this ground. 

His Honour considered that the point had been, in fact, 
decided by the fourth resolution in Famwlyns's case, 4 Rep. 
53a, which affirms the proposition that a subsequent de- 
mise of the reversion, not attorned to by a prior lessee, 
did not prevent a valid surrender of the prior lease to the 
lessor, as, at common lamw,‘no grant of the reversion was 
of any validity until attorned to by the tenant. His 
Honour is reported to have said “that as there had been 
no attornment by A. to L., therefore, however the matter 
might have stood us between A. and the vendor, the ven- 
dor hai a right, as between himself and B., to say that 
he had not a grant of the reversion, but a lease of an in- 
terest in reversion—an interesse termini. This being so 
the surrender must take effect.” Of course, as soon as 
his Honour could see his way to holding that the lease to 
B. was a mere intvresse termini, all difficulty vanished, 
because it is quite clear that such an interest will not 
prevent the union of two estates between which it is 
interposed (see 3 Prest. Conv. 207), and under such cir- 
cumstances the surrender would have been undoubtedly 
good. It may, however, with diffidence, be admitted that 
there is a difficulty felt in following his Honour’s conclu- 
sion, arising from the language of the statute 4 Ann, 
c. 16,8. 9, which expressly enacts that all grants of re- 
versions or remainders of any messuages, lands, &c., shall 
be gow and effectual, to all intents and purposcs, without 
any attornment of the particular tenants. Now, it was 
always clear that with attornment, prior to the statute 
of Aun, 4 second lease for years, being in terms a present 
demise, would have been pro tanto a valid grant of the 
reversiou, and would Lave entitled the second lessee to 





the rent and covenants reserved on a prior subsistin 
demise, i.¢., if the second lease had been by deed, because 
in order to pass the reversion, which is an incorporeal 
hereditament, a deed was by common law always 
essential; but if the second lease had been without 
deed, then wt res magis valeat quam pereat, it 
would have been held to be only a lease in reversion, 
a mere interesse termini, under which, by virtue of the 
contract, the second lessee would be entitled to so much 
of the term of his lease as should remain after the ex. 
piration of the prior subsisting lease, but it would haye. 
given him no present interest in the reversion by way of 
seigniority, so as to entitle him to the rents and coye-. 
nants of the prior lease. These principles are supported 
by Ranlyns’s case, referred to by the Vice-Chancellor 
(4 Rep. 4th and 6th Resolutions), and by Shep. Touch. by 
Preston, 276, and Bacon's Ab. Leases N. The Statute of 
Ann has always been held to dispense entirely with the 
necessity of attornment in order to give validity to the 
grant of the reversion, and the resolution in Rawlyns’s case, 
referred to by the Vice-Chancellor, which was founded 
uponthe common lan, seems, therefore, notto be now applic- 
able. Mr. Preston, in his edition of the Touchstone, p. 
276, in that part of the text which states that a lease 
by deed, though for the same or a less time, will pass the 
rent reserved on a former lease, if the first lessee attorn, 
adds, “and now the necessity of attornment is superseded,” 
The same doctrine is to be found in all the text writers, 
and attornment has long ceased to be pleaded (1 Wms, 
Saund. 234b, n. 4), indeed, the language of the statute 
seems to be too clear to admit of any doubt on the sub- 
ject. It is submitted, therefore, that immediately on the 
execution of a deed, operating as a grant of the rever- 
sion, the grantee is at once in possession of the legal 
estate purported to be conveyed to him, in the same way 
as he formerly was after attornment of the terre-tenant, 
subject to the necessity of giving notice to a tenant 
holding at a rent, in order to prevent the latter paying 
future rent to the grantor. If this proposition be 
correct, it appears hard to admit that the so-called sur- 
render made by the first lessee to the vendor, in the case 
under comment, could legally take effect as a surrender ; 
the mesne lease to B., which must be assumed to have 
been by deed, being still subsisting; and though it may 
be difficult to maintain that, under the circumstances 
of this case, any practical difficulty to the purchaser’s 
title can arise, there appear to be serious obstacles to 
the. reconcilement of the legal principles above cnun- 
ciated with the reasons which the Vice-Chancellor is 
reported to have assigned for his decision. 





CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. 


We owe no apology to our readers for reverting to the 
report of the commissioners appointed to inquire into the 
subject of capital punishment, recently published. The 
points given them on which to receive evidence, and to 
make inquiries, were, “The provisions and operation of 
the laws now in force in the United Kingdom, under 
and by virtue of which the punishment of death may be 
inflicted upon persons convicted of certain crimes, and 
the manner in which capital sentences are carried into 
execution.” On the question of the abolition of capital 
punishment, the cry for which has been the chief 
origin of this inquiry, the commissioners, as we have 
already stated, “shirked” the responsibility of advising. 
It is very much to be regretted that no decision has beex 
come to on this, the chief part of the task assigned to the 
commissioners, because the very differences of opinion 
which appear in the evidence, and which, we presume, 
exist among the commissioners themselves, are only as & 
sample of that variety of sentiment which prevails 
generally “out of doors,” and give a handle for that 
agitation which it was one of the objects of this com- 
mission to quiet. This want of unanimity, however, 
appears to us a powerful argument for retaining the in- 
tliction of capital punishment as part of the law of this 
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ountry, at any rate until a more decided and general | 
| they propose “that an Act should be passed making it 
; an offence punishable with penal servitude, or imprison- 


opinion in favour of its abolition is expressed. 

When the blood-thirsty code of sixty years ago was 
abrogated, and a more rational system of punishment in- 
troduced, it was done in the presence of a concurrence of 
public opinion so powerful that the then existing law 
had become almost a dead letter in consequence, and the 


-gdvocates of secondary punishments were able to add to 


all their @ priort arguments this most cogent appeal to 


_getual facts, that the most wide-spread result of the 


severity of the law was the acquittal of the guilty. 


Nothing of this kind can be asserted of the law as it now 


We do not of course in this allude to those offences 
which are still nominally punishable with death in Scot- 
land, which ought, of course, to be formally put on the 
same footing as similar offences in England, a course 
which has only not been taken hitherto because in prac- 
tice the extreme punishment is never inflicted. 

The operation of the Treason Felony Act (12 Vict. c. 
12) is judged to be satisfactory, introducing as it does a 
“more merciful law,” which, in all but cases of extreme 
gravity, will probably supersede the former law in cases 
of constructive treason, unaccompanied by overt acts of 
rebellion, assassination, or other violence. The salutary 
influence of this Act was strikingly exemplified in the 
Jate Fenian trials, where it was admitted by O’Leary, 
in his very able address to the jury in his defence, that 
“as soon as the Government had elected to prosecute for 
the minor offence, hé felt that a conviction was inevit- 
able.’ The Crown would have found it a very different 
task to obtain convictions had they entailed the forfeiture 
of the lives of men for whose aspirations, misguided as 
they were, none of the juries were utterly without 
sympathy. 

Entering more fully into the consideration of the 
crime of murder and its punishment, the report refers 
to the existing state of the law, and strongly depre- 
cates the inference now drawn on the subject of implied 
“malice aforethought.”” The commissioners think that 
there are many cases (such as where a person in com- 
nitting a trifling act of felony accidentally kills another) 
in which it would be convenient, not merely to abstain 
from inflicting the full penalty, but even to alter the 
character of the crime, Accordingly, they proceed to 
recommend, not, they say, an abrogation of the existing 
law, ner the substitution of a new definition of the crime 
of murder, but the introduction of a distinction between 
different classes of offences covered by that definition, 
without disturbing the distinction between murder and 
manslaughter. The proposition is, as our readers know, 
to divide “murder” into two classes, solely with the 
view of confining the punishment of death to the first or 
higher degree. 

In reference to this recommendation it will be instruc- 
tive to note, as already mentioned, that this distinction 
between different degrees of murder was introduced 
many years ago into the law of South Carolina (chiefly, 
so far as we can learn, with the object of mitigating the 
consequences of murder when committed against a 
coloured man), and thence adopted more or less generally 
throughout the Union. On the last revision of the laws 
of New York, however, the commissioners recommended 
the abolition of this distinction, of which no trace appears 
in the New Penal Code; while the commissioners have 
appended to section 241 of that code (which defines 
“murder ’’) the following note:— 


Degrees in Murder,—By recent Statutes (Law of 1860,. 


712, ch. 410, s. 2, and 1862, 369, ch. 197, s. 5) murder was 
divided into two degrees, the first degree only being punish- 
able with death. The practical result of introducing such a 
distinction will be that jurors influenced by unwillingness to 
Assist in a capital conviction will always find the prisoner 
guilty of the second degree only. The Commissioners were 
of rye that the simplicity of the definition of murder in 
the Revised Statutes should be restored. 


Infanticide has received the serious attention of the 





commissioners, and in the difficulties of their cogitations 


ment, at the discretion of the Court, unlawfully and 
maliciously to inflict grievous bodily harm or serious 
injury upon a child during its birth, or within seven 
days afterwards, in case such child has subsequently 
died. No proof that the child was completely born alive 
should be required.” Why it should be less criminal to 
kill a child of seven days old than one of eight, the com- 
missioners do not say, nor is it any answer to say that 
“the line must be drawn somewhere” as an obvious 
place for drawing it exists, which is not open to the 
charge of being, like the proposition of the commissioners, 
utterly arbitrary. 

But in truth the commissioners are arriving somewhat 
clumsily, we think, at a compromise for the purpose of 
bringing to justice that numerous class respecting whose 
crimes the sympathy of juries is wont to record a ver- 
dict of acquittal. In this class of cases we have the ex- 
istence of that sort of public opinion above mentioned; 
and, therefore, some measure which will have the effect 
of preventing the escape altogether from punishment of 
a large proportion of those put on their trial for these 
offences may be reasonably acquiesced in. The truecourse 
would, we think, have been to propose that infanticide, 
when committed at the moment of birth, and in the 
agonies of shame and fear of detection, should be con- 
sidered as unpremeditated, and, therefore, as man- 
slaughter only; and to throw the onus of proving delibera- 
tion and premeditation upon the prosecution; but why 
the deliberate murder of an infant should be less a 
murder because the child was under seven days old at 
the time of the injury, is a mystery best known to the 
commissioners. Infant life is as valuable in its degree 
as adult life, and the loss of every child by murder, and 
in fact, by any other death, is a loss to the country. 
There seems to be a little complication in the last sug- 
gestion in the clause of the report dealing with this 
question. Ifa person is charged on a separate indict- 
ment with concealment of birth, and it be found that the 
offence amounts to murder or manslaughter, the accused 
should not be entitled to be acquitted. As all these 
offences are still to be felonies, it would appear to be a 
more convenient course to follow the now universal 
practice of framing the indictment of the greater offence 
and adding counts charging the lesser. The clause ap- 
pears to be have been copied from those clauses which 
have from time to time been passed to prevent persons 
charged with misdemeanours from being acquitted by 
showing that the facts amounted to felony; but in the 
present state of our procedure, as applied to the specific 
circumstances of this case, the provision is unnecessary, 
and its effects might be even mischievous by encouraging 
indictments for the lesser offence only, when the evidence 
would have warranted conviction for the greater. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Feb. 23. 

HILLs AND ANOTHER v. PARKER.—This was an appeal from 
the Court of Chancery, from so much of the decree or order of 
Lord Chancellor (Westbury) as reversed or varied the order made 
on further consideration by Vice-Chancellor Wood, in a suit in 
which the respondent is the plaintiff and the appellants are the 
defendants. 

The questions in the suit arose in connection with a partner- 
ship formerly subsisting between the respondent and the a 

Mant Henry Hills, under the firm of Parker & Hills, in t 

usiness of salt manufacturers, of the Imperial Salt Works, 
near Bromsgrove, Worcestershire, to which firm the appellant 
Frank Clarke Hills made large advances, and of which he ws 
a large creditor as 4 of their interest in the works at the 
time of their sale by himself and the firm in 1858. The sat 





was instituted by the respondent for taking the accounts between 
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the firm and Frank Clarke Hills, and for the redemption of three 
bills of exchange for the amount of £8,000 and interest thereon, 

art of the consideration or premium received for the sale of the 
Teaschold interest of the firm in the said Imperial Salt Works. 
The questions in the suit were—l. Whether the respondent on 
the 23rd day of March, 1858, had made a sufficient tender to the 
appellant Frank Clarke Hills for the redemption of three bills 
of exchange for £2,800, £2,933 6s. 8d., and £3,066 133. 4d., 
respectively, according to the terms of an agreement dated the 
15th of January, 1858, under which the said Frank Clarke Hills 
received the bills ; and (2) several questions of account between 
the appellant Frank Clarke Hills and the late firm of Parker & 
Hills 


Vice-Chancellor Wood decided against the respondent on 
both branches of the case, and this decision was affirmed by Lord 
Chancellor Westbury on the second branch of the case, but was 
reversed by his lordship on the first question. The first question, 
which was the only one to be considered on the appeal, depended 
solely upon the construction of an agreement dated January 15th, 
1858, and which, so far as is material, was as follows :— 

** Mr. Frank Clarke Hills to purchase of Scott’s representatives 
the freehold estate called the Imperial Salt Works, at Stoke 
Prior, in Worcestershire, and, with the concurrence of Mr. 

ichard Parker and of Mr. Henry Hills, hereby expressed, to 
carry out the contract for sale made by Richard Parker with Mr. 
Corbett. Mr. Frank Clarke Hills to receive the whole of the 
amount due to him from Parker & Hills, in acceptances of the 
Droitwich Company to Mr. Corbett’s drafts, at six, twelve, 
and eighteen months; but if not suflicient bills at such dates 
are received from the Droitwich Company, then the balance 
to be mode up in similar bills at twelve, twenty-four, and 
thirty-six months, upon which 10 per cent. interest shall be 
payable, such last-mentioned bills to be redeemable at any 
aid into 














time. The balance of the purchase money to be 
Parker & Hills banking account with the Stourbridge and 
Kidderminster Bank, at Bromsgrove, out of which the debts of 





Parker & Hills are to be paid, and the balance held by them as 
stakeholders.” 

Rolt, Q.C., and A. G. Marten, for the appellants, contended 
that the respondent was not entitled by the above agreement to 
redeem the three bills payable at twelve, twenty-four, and 
thirty-six months after date respectively, except upon payment 
or tender of the whole amount of the balance due to the appellant 
Frank Clarke Hills from the firm of Parker & Hills. 

Daniel, Q.C., and Fischer, for the respondent, contended that 
the bills were redeemable by payment of the money due thereon, 
and they were to be regarded as merely a mode of payment for 
which the re=pondent was at liberty, if he pleased, to substitute 
money. 

Lorp CRANWoRTH, C., said that the point, when it came to 
be closely examined, is a very short point, viz., whether, accord- 
ing to the true construction of the agreement, the bills of ex- 
change in question were given to the appellant, F. Hills, to hold 
with the ordinary incidents of a mortgagee, or in order that he 
might apply the money secured by them in part payment of the 
money ies to him. His Lordship continued :—Now the first 
question, as I ventured to put it in the course of the argument, 
is this, Is there any mortgage at all? Ido not say that there 
might not be such a thing as a mortgage of bills of exchange, 
but it has not happened to me in the course of a pretty long 
familiarity with legal proceedings ever to have bane of sucha 
case. I do not know whether my noble and learned friends can 
assist me from their recollection, but for my own part I do not 
remember ever to have met with such a thing as a mortgage of 
bills of exchange. And there is no wonder that it should be 
very rare, if it ever does happen, because, when a bill of ex- 
change becomes due it cannot be treated as a mere mortgage 
security, for the holder of it must then get the acceptor to pay it, 
and apply it in part or in full discharge of his debt. 
it ditlers in its character essential] 
mortgage. 
tinued :|—The appellant contends that the expression, “such 
last-mentioned bills to be redeemable at any time,’’ must be read 
with the expression a line or two above, “the balance to be made 
up in similar bills,’ and so on, and that it must mean that the 
balance is io be redeemable, and to be redeemable with the 
ordinary incidents of a morgage, which we all know can only be 
redeemed by the mortgagor paying all that is due. I concur, 
however, with the Lord Chancellor in his opinion that the 


| 





meaning of the word “ redeemable” in the agreement was, that | 
| they had been unable to obtain one till October of the same year. 


the persun who was to pay this debt, namely, Mr. Parker, might 
take up these bills at any time he thought fit. And I am not at 
all prepared io say, although that question is not raised here, that 
he might not take up any one or more of them. His Lordship 
then examined the agreement in detail, and expressed his opinion 
that, upon the whole, it must be taken in eflect to mean that if 
Mr. Parker, instead of letting these bills run their course (when 
no question could arive upon the word “redeemable,” and the 
money that would be paid u them would have gone in 
liquidation of »o much of his Jott), chone to my, “Iwill pay 
them off at ounce as if they were due,” he would be at liberty to 
dom. He therefore moved that the judgment of the Lord Chan- 


cellor Le affirmed. 





Therefore ; 
from any other kind of | 
{His Lordship here read the agreement, and con- | 





Lorp CHELMSFORD and Lorp KINGsDOWN ¢ooncurred. 
Appeal dismissed with costs. 

Solicitors for the appellants, Pattison § Wigg. 

Solicitor for the respondent, Vaughan Prance. 


Feb. 26. 


Price v. Sm C. J. SALUSBURY, Bart.—Agreement—Specifie 
performance.—This was an appeal from a decree of the Court of 
Chancery, made by the Lords Justices of Appeal, affirming a 
decree of the Master of the Rolls. The suit was instituted b 
the appellant to enforce the specific performance of an agreement 
alleged to have been entered into between him and the respondent; 
On the 23rd June, 1859, the respondent agreed, in writing, to. 
let to the appellant all and every the leaschold premises held } 
the respondent under the Lord Bishop of the diocese of Llandat 
and situate in certain parishes in the county of Monmouth, and 
the rights, easements, and appurtenances thereto belonging, 
‘ for and during all the rest, residue, and remainder, now, to come, 
and unexpired, of and in the several term and terms of years, in 
the same, several, and respective premises, from the 25th Decem-- 
ber now next ensuing,’’ at the yearly rent of £739 19s. 9d. One 
year’s rent was also made payable in advance, and the respondent, 
agreed to execute peg assignments of such leases to the appel- 
lant when required todo so. The amount of £739 19s. 9d. was 
arrived at by adding a profit rent of £100 per annum to the rent 
appearing from a list of tenants names, with the sums tney paid 
set opposite to their names, amounting in the whole to. 
£639 19s. 9d. It was afterwards ascertained that mistakes had 
been made in computing the rentals, and a new list was made 
out, showing a total rental of £710 19s. 9d. which, with the 
£100 agreed upon as the addition to be paid by the appellant, 
made up the sum of £810 19s. 9d., which was paid by the 
appellant to the respondent on the 9th December, 1859, fora 
year’s rent in advance. The respondent gave the appellant 
the following receipt :— 

“ Received of Mr. Price his rent in advance, for the year 1860, 
of the leasehold properties in different parishes. 

“CHARLES SALUSBURY. 

* December 9, 1859.—£810 19s. 9d.” 

The appellant also subsequently ascertained that a portion of 
the lind held by the tenants was held for lives under the Bishop 
of Llandatt, and that of another portion the respondent was 
seized in fee simple. Having ascertained these facts, on the 26th 
of December, 1859, the appellant called upon the respondent and, 
as he alleged, obtained from him the following memorandum :— 

** December 26, 1859. 

“ This is to certify that the leasehold property in the different 

=, and the freehold property in the parish of Bishton 

elonging to me, is to be held by William Price at the same rent 
per acre per year in proportion of the present rental of the whole 
after the term of years lease is expired until the longest liver 
that is in the life ese is expired.’ 

On the same day the respondent signed an authority for the 
appellant to take possession, which was in the following terms :— 

“To Mr. William Price, Yeoman, Bishton—I hereby appoint 
and authorise you to demand and receive possession from my 
several and respective tenants now under notice to quit their 
farms, lands, cottages, gardens, and premises situate, lying, and 
being respectively in the parishes of Bishton, Llanmarlin, Lland- 
wand, Llanbeddoe and Llandervi, in the county of Monmouth. 
Dated this 26th day of December, 1859.” 

Possession was obtained by the appellant of all the lands with 
the exception of a few small holdings, the tenants of which re- 
fused to attorn. The appellant also alleged that the respondent 
was under an obligation to keep certain “runs ’’ (runs of water), 
in order and that on the day previous to the writing of the 
above memorandum the respondent orally agreed that the ap- 
pellant should have a lease of the freehold property referred to 
in the said agreement, in consideration that he the appellant 
would keep the “runs” in order. In January, 1860, the appel- 
lant’s solicitors applied to the respondent's solicitors for a draft 
of the lease, and after a lengthened correspondence in July, 1860, 
a draft lease was forwarded. This the appellant refused to 


| accept, because it did not include the freehold property. Then 


followed a very long and warm correspondence between the 
parties and their solicitors. 

The respondent's solicitors alleged that though they had had 
many interviews with the bg wwe solicitors, they had never 
heard of the agreement of 26th December, 1829, until June, 1861, 
and that though they had repeatedly applied for a copy of it 


| The parties being unable to come to terms, the respondent, acting 





under the advice of his solicitors, refused to execute any lease to 
the appellant, and the latter filed a bill to compel specific perfor- 
mance of his agreement by the respondent. The respondent's 
answer stated in substance that hoewas a person of defective 
memory, that he was acting without professional advice during 
the whole course of these transactions with the appellant, and 
that to the best of his belief he never entered into any such agree- 
ment as that alleged by the appeligpt to have beon mado on the 
26th of December, 1859. ‘The c&fe came on for hearing before 
the Master of the Rolls, and his Lordship being of opinion that 
the agreement was too vague aud uncertain to be enforced on the 
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und of part performance, dismissed the bill, but without costs. 
Fhe a pellant appealed from this decree to the Lords Justices, 
and the case was re-heard before them in May, 1868. Lord 
Justice Knight-Bruce concurred with the Master of the Rolls in 
thinking that the bill ought to be dismissed on the ground of 
uncertainty, alleging as additional reasons for coming to that con- 
clusion the mental incompetency of the respondent, and the sus- 

jcious circumstances attending the execution of the agreement 
of the 26th of December, 1859. Lord Justice Turner, however, 
was of opinion that the agreement was sufficiently certain and 
definite to warrant its being specifically enforced on the ground 
of part performance, and that the competency of the respondent 
was not put in issue by the answer. The Lords Justices thus 
differing in opinion the decree of the Master of the Rolls was 
affirmed, but without costs. From this decree this appeal was 
brought. 

Sie R. Palner, A.G., Selwyn, Q.C., and Jessel, Q.C., for the 
appellant. 

. aggallay, Q.C., and Whitbread, for the respondent. 

tod Chancellor CRANWORTH, after stating the facts, said :— 
My Lords, I have no hesitation in saying that I think the plain- 
tiff’s bill was rightly dismissed. When the Court of Chancery 
decrees specific performance of an agreement not fully reduced 
into writing and signed by the party charged, but which has 
been in part performed, it is essential, first, that the terms on 
which the parties really contracted should be fully and clearly 
established ; and, secondly, that the part performance, should be 
clearly referable to the contract proved. Here I own that I 
cannot honestly say that I am satisfied that the paper dated the 
26th of December, 1859, was really signed by the defendant, or, at 
all events, signed in circumstances which would warrant any 
Court in acting upon it, as expressing what was really agreed 
between him and the plaintiff. And, further, I am not satisfied, 
that when the plaintiff obtained possession of the property in 
dispute he did so in performance of any other contract than that 
of the 23rd of June, 1859, modified only by the collection of the 
rent. If on arriving at this conclusion any hardship is imposed 
on the plaintiff, I regret it. But he has no one to blame but 
himself and his advisers. If he and his solicitors had disclosed 
and produced without reserve or hesitation the paper of the 26th 
of December, it is possible that the suspicions now attached to it 
might never have arisen, or might have been removed. So far 
from that having been the case, his solicitors are challenged 
several times to produce all the documents ; and the defendant 
in his cross-examination says something to this effect, “ We 
were not so foolish as to go and produce papers that might turn 
against us.”” My Lords, under these circumstances, I think it 
my duty to move your Lordships to affirm the decrees of dis- 
missal already made, and to dismiss this appeal with costs. 

Lord CHELMSFORD reviewed the whole evidence and con- 
curred with the Lord Chancellor in thinking that there were 
too many suspicious circumstances connected with the paper of 
26th of December, 1859, to warrant a court of equity to enforce 
specific performance. 

Lord K1ncspown concurred. 

Decree affirmed, and appeal dismissed with costs. 

Solicitors for the appellant, Hunter, Gwathin, § Hunter. 

Solicitor for the respondent, Benjamin Hunt. 


LORDS JUSTICES. 
March 13, 15. 

In rE MELLor’s Estate. MELLOR ¢. MELLOR.—These 
matters came on by way,of a petition of appeal from an order of 
the Master of the Rolls, and an appeal motion to vary the chief 
clerk's certificate. ‘The questions involved related to the taking 
of accounts, and to the amount which had been directed to be 
paid into court by the executors of the will of the testator in the 
cause. 

Hobhouse, Q.C., Wickens, Osborne Morgan, and G. N. Colt, 
appeared for the different parties. 

The Lords Justices varied the order of the Master of the Rolls 
by directing payment out of court to the executors of a sum of 
£600, and referring the matter back to chambers to complete 
the accounts directed by the decree. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
March 11. 
Re HumMBER IRONWORKS AND SHIPBUILDING COMPANY. 
Company— Winding up— Costs. 

This was a petition by four or five creditors, who ap- 
peared separately, to wind up the above-mentioned com- 
pany. The usual order was made. His Lordship took 
occasion to state the rules which he intended to follow 
as to the costs of winding-up petitions. 

First, where the Co refuses the petition the com- 
pany opposing the on will have their costs; any 
others who appear to oppose will have no costs, unless 
they have been personally assailed upon insufficient 











grounds; those who support the petition will get no 
costs. 

Secondly, where the Court grants the petition there will 
be no costs of any persons who appear to oppose the 
petition; and where a considerable number of creditors 
appear to support a petition they will have one set of costs 
given them, and they must arrange between them how 
they are divided. 

March 14. 
BRADLEY vr. FOURNESS. 
Purchase in name of son—Advancement. 

This was a foreclosure suit, and the question at issue 
was whether certain securities taken by the father of 
the plaintiff in the name of the plaintiff, who was at the 
time an infant, were to be treated as an advance for 
the benefit of the son, or whether he was to be helda 
trustee of the shares for the benefit of his father’s estate. 

The son had died in 1850, before his father, who died 
in 1853, and the plaintiff, who was the universal legatee 
under the father’s will, asked for a foreclosure decree. 

The universal legatees under the will of the son con- 
tended that they were beneficially entitled to the mort- 
gage securities, as having been an advance to the son. 

Robinson, for the plaintiff, produced contemporaneous 
evidence to show that the intention of the father was 
that the son should be a trustee for the father, consisting 
of an opinion of the counsel concerned in the transaction, 
and certain papers in the handwriting of the father, as 
sworn to by his daughter. 

Marten, for the defendants, the representatives of 
the son, cited the cases of Gray v. Gray, 2 Swans. 594; 
Williams vy. Williams, 32 Beav. 370, and contended that 
the evidence produced was not so clearly proved to be 
contemporaneous as to rebut the presumption of advance- 
ment. 

Schomberg, Nalder, E. Charles, and Surrage, also 
appeared in the case for other parties to the suit, and 
claimed to be allowed their costs so far as they were 
occasioned by the controversy between the representatives 
of the father and the son. 

His Lordship held that there was sufficient proof that 
the evidence was contemporaneons, and that the plaintiff 
was entitled to a foreclosure decree, the costs of the suit 
to be added to the mortgage security. 

Solicitors, Bolton § Grylis Hill; Routh & Co. 

VICE-CHANCELLOR KINDERSLEY. 
Feb. 15. 

WAKEFIELD t. DUKE oF BrectevGu.—Baily,- Q.C., and 
Freeling moved that the defendants might be at hberty to read 
so much of certain affidavits in answer to those in reply as was 
not strictly in reply to such affidavits. The cause would have 
come on upon motion for decree, but affidavits had been filed 
with reference to matters not specified in the bill, which related 
to the Askum Iron Mine, the contest being as to the right to 
work it in a particular mode. The contention in_ support of the 
alleged right rested on custom, but that was denied, having 
regard to the nature of the metal and the soil. 

‘KINDERSLEY, V.C., suggested that the bill might be amended, 
and affidavits made on both sides to bring out these facts. This 
suggestion was adopted. 

Glasse, Q.C., and Hardy, for the plaintiff. 

March 2. 

JENNER vt. Morris.—This was an adjourned summons on 
the question who was entitled to the custody of certain docu- 
ments being title deeds relating to the property in question in the 
sult. 

Glasse, Q.C., and C. Herbert Smith, appeared for the plaintiff 
on the summons. 

Karslake, for the mortgagees, insisted that they were entitled 
to the custody. 

Rasch, for trustees, asked for his costs. 

Bailey, Q.C., and A. Smith, for tenant for life and tenant in 
tail, contended that the mortgagee was not entitled to the custody, 
The tenant for life was entitled to the custody. 

Krnperstry, V.C., was of opinion that the Court ought not 
to part with the custody of the deeds. 

Solicitos, D, Keane. 

March 3, 5. 


Rs Lyesps BAnxine Company. Pars’s Cass.— Pickens 
appeared on this summons for Thomas Pate and John Exley, 





executors of John Pate, who had carried on business as partuer 
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with William Pate, the firm now consisting of Thomas Pate, 
John Exley, and Charles Exley, as executors of John Pate and 
William Pate. The executors were contributories in the wind- 
ing-up and liable for calls, and the bank, at its stoppage, 
being indebted, on a common customer’s balance, to the firm in 
£3,343 16s. 9d., and the executors sought to be allowed to set off 
a moiety of that sum against such calls, or that the dividend of 
twelve shillings in the pound now declared might be paid to them. 

Glasse, Q.C., and Cotten, eppeared for the official liquidator. 
After some discussion, 

KINpERSLEY, V.C., thought that there was no right of sct- 
off, but that the executors were entitled to the dividends. 

March 5. 
GIMBLETT v, GIMBLETT. 

There were three questions in this case, which came 
on upon a summons and further consideration. First, 
whether a piece of land, at Edgbaston, purchased by the 
testator in the cause, but let for grazing, and not in his 
own occupation, passed to his widow, to whom he gave 
his “land and premises wherein he resided,’ with a 
general residuary devise to his son; secondly, how the 
costs were to be borne; and thirdly, whether interest 
was payable on balances in the hands of the executors. 

The Chief Clerk had found that the land in question 
did not go to the widow, but formed part of the re- 
siduary devise, and that was the question on the sum- 
mons; the other questions arose on further consideration. 
The executors were not called upon for an account of 
receipts and payments. 

Baily, Q.C., and Wailer, for the plaintiff. 

Glasse, Q.C., and Roberts, for the defendant. 

KINDERSLEY, V.C., was of opinion that the chief clerk’s 
finding as to the land was right, and confirmed the 
certificate. As regarded the balances, the executors could 
not, after the institution of the suit, have invested them 
without the leave of the Court, and there was no prin- 
ciple or rule of Court requiring an executor to come for 
such leave; if the defendants had wished for such invest- 
ment they should have applied. It could not be said 
that before the filing of the bill there had been any such 
laches as to render the executors liable to interest, and 
therefore there was no case for making any order as to 
interest. Under these circumstances, as each side had 
partly succeeded and partly failed, the costs of all parties 
should be costs in the cause. 

Solicitors, J. Turner; Reynolds. 





SEDGEFIELD v. SEDGEFIELD.—This was a special case for the 
peer of the Court upon the construction of the will and codicil 
of a solicitor named Richens, who was a bachelor resident at 
Uxbridge, having regard to the circumstances under which those 
documents were made. Thetestator’s pursuits were of a literary 
kind, and he had contracted a great friendship for a lady named 
Sedgefield, whom he adopted as his daughter, and who, with her 
husband and family, resided near him, she having like tastes. 
In his lifetime he settled certain property upon her and her family, 
and being possessed of a handsome and valuable library, and 
house and furniture, with the usual appurtenances to a country 
house, he made the will in question, whereby he gave his horses, 
carriage, harness, household furniture, books, pictures, plate, 

inen, china, and other effects and things which might be 
in and about his dwelling house at the time of his decease, to 
trustees on trust for Mrs. Sedgefield absolutely. Subsequently 
the testator left his house and sold a great portion of his furniture, 
but retained jhis library and certain other articles, which he 
carried with him to the house of Mr. and Mrs. Sedgefield, with 
whom he took up his residence until his death. fiavin done 
this, the testator made a codicil whereby he took notice that he had 
to be a housekeeper, and had disposed of his furniture and 
household effects, and he thereby confirmed his will in all other 
respects. Under these circumstances, the question was whether 
the gift in the will to Mra. Sedgefield utterly failed, or whether 
the library and other articles which still remained, and which he 
had taken with him to Mr, Sedgefield’s house, passed to Mrs. 
Sedgefield. 
Baily, Q.C., and Haviland Bourke, appeared for the plaintiff 
(Mrs. Sedgreticld, and argued that the gift was good pro tanto. 

Marten, for the defendants, contended that inasmuch as apart- 
ments could not be called a dwelling house, the gift, in alt the 
cases, entirely failed. 

Kixprns ey, V.C., said that it was entirely a question of in- 
tention, and that, notwithstanding the ingenious argument on 
the meaning of the words « dwelling house,’ it was clear the 





testator meant Mrs, Sedgefield to have everything which was } 





FREER 
about his person, and, therezore, all the articles originelly giyep, 
which were in his possession at his death, passed to her, pe 
out of the estate. 

Solicitors, Zong, Staniland, § Walters. 

March 10, 12. 

Re Leeps Bankinc Company. Ex parte Howarp— 
This was an adjourned summons by Cooper Howard to remoyg 
his name from the list of contributories in the winding-up of this 
company in Class B. An order had been made for a call u 
him of £8,000 in respect of shares in class A. in which class his 
name originally appeared. That was not paid, and he went ont 
of the jurisdiction. An order for substituted service upon his 
solicitor was then obtained. A notice was then served og 
the solicitor to put him (Howard) in class B. Thereupon this 
summons was taken out. When it came on in chambers an ob- 
jection was taken that, being in contempt, he could not be 
heard, which was opposed on the ground that he could not be 
considered as in contempt for disobedience of the order as to clasg 
A. until process had issued. 

Osborne, Q.C., and Bunting, in support of the summons. 

Glasse, Q.C., and Cotton, for the official liquidator, contended 
that he was in contempt. 

KinpEkSLEY, Y.C., considered that he was in contempt, but 
as this application was a defensive one, he was nevertheless enti- 
tled to bs heard. The summons must stand over for further 
evidence. 

Solicitor, Fresh field. 


VICE-CHANCELLOR STUART. 
March 9. 
Parry’s ESCHEAT. 
EX PARTE THE DUKE OF BEAUFORT. . 

This was a petition by the Duke of Beaufort to be 
allowed to traverse, demur to, or quash, an inquisition and 
return by which the Crown was adjudged, in right of her 
Majesty’s prerogative of escheat, to be entitled to a piece 
of freehold land formerly belonging to one Ann Parry in 
fee. The petitioner claimed as lord of the manor of 
Monmouth, alleging his ignorance of the death of Ann 
Parry, and of the subsequent inquisition, and averring 
the land in question to be a part and parcel of the manor, 
and held at a annual quit rent of one shilling. 

Wickens consented, on behalf of the Crown, to the pe- 
titioners being allowed to traverse the inquisition. 

The only point of interest was the question of jurisdic- 
tion, which the Court, following an unreported case of Jn 
re Kane, heard before Vice-Chancellor Turner, in 1852, 
held itself to possess. 

Malins, Q.C., and Cracknell, for the petitioner. 


March 12. 
DICKENS v. HARRIS. 

The executors of a testator being out of the jurisdiction 
(in India), and his agents in the country refusing any 
account of the estate, 

E. K Karslake moved for the appointment of a re- 
ceiver under the 36 Geo. 3, c. 90, and referred to Faith 
v. Dunbar, Coop. Rep. p. 200. 

The Vice-Chancellor granted the application. 

Kay v. TARGREAVES. 

This case came on on exceptions to the answer of the 
defendant for insufficiency. 

J. Hargreaves, in 1842, a calico printer, bequeathed his 
personal estate to trustees in trust for his children in 
certain proportions, with an option to each son as he at- 
tained the age of twenty-one to enter into the business 
as a partner. The defendant was the representative 
of a trustee of the will, and was also himself a member 
of the partnership. In 1842 a release was given by the 
various children interested, by which, in consideration of 
certain sums paid and to be paid to them, they released 
all their interest in the partnership concern, One of 
these children, James Hargreaves, was of feeble mind at 
the date of this deed. His sister, the present plaintiff, 
and his personal representative, and a party also to the re- 
lease of 1842, now filed her bill, praying an account of 
the partnership profits previoug and subsequently to that 
date. The defendant itesellDenetver as to partnership 
accounts antecedent to the release. No fraud was 
alleged, 











866, 


—:_ 


1 gin: 


YARD.— 
| Temove 


ms 


rent out 


i0 be 
| and 
f her 
piece 
ry in 
r of 


ring 
nor, 


dic-- 
f In 
352, 


ion 
any 


ith 





Mar. 17,1866. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





461 








The Attorney-General, Bacon, Q.C., and Little, for the 


tiff. 

Rolt, Q.C., Malins, Q.C,, and Kay, for the defendant, 
were not called on. 

‘The Vice-Chancellor.—If the discovery sought be 
‘material to the relief prayed, generally speaking the 
plaintiff is entitled to a full discovery, but the question 
of materiality is one the Court must look to by reference 
to the nature of relief prayed and the character in which 
the plaintiff sues. Here the relief prayed is virtually 
that a deed of arrangement by the members of a family, 
and of a partnership which was executed twenty-four 
years ago, may be re-opened, and that the interests of 
those who have enjoyed the benefits of that compromise 
may be subjected to litigation. And this is asked, with- 
out any direct allegation of fraud, by one who was a party 
to the deed, who received a sum of money by it, and who 
comes before this Court in the character of personal re- 
presentative of an alleged imbecile brother, who was also 
a party to the deed in question. I am aware of no prin- 
ciple or authority which should, in this case, lead me 
to allow these exceptions. The Court has certainly ex- 
tended the doctrine of discovery to some hard cases, but 
in this case I think I cannot do otherwise than over- 
rule these exceptions with costs. 

Solicitors, Norris 5 Allen; W. Shaw. 


VICE-CHANCELLOR WOOD. 
Feb. 13. 
RE RUSSELL’s Estate. 
Practice— Vesting order. 

This was a petition under the Trustee Act, 1850, for 
the appointment of a person to convey for the infant 
heir of a deceased vendor. 

The executors had been served, but not the infant 
heir. 

His Honour directed that the infant heir should be 
‘served, and that a guardian should be appointed for that 


purpose. 
March 5, 6, 7. 

Moore v. HARPER. HARPER v. HARPER.—These two suits 
were both for the purpose of having the partnership of Harpers & 
Moore wound up. In 1838 a partnership had been formed under the 
style of Webb, Harpers, & Moore. Of the capital one-third was 
advanced by Webb, one-third by John and Henry Harper, and 
one-third by Moore. On Webb’s retirement Moore and John 
Harper bought his share, each taking half of it. Henry Harper 
alleged that he was never aware of this arrangement, but that he, 
on Webb’s retirement, became entitled to one-third of the assets 
of the new firm of Harpers & Moore, and of the profits. Moore 
and John Harper had lately purchased newiron-works at Cradley- 
pk, and Henry Harper claimed to be a partner in this concern 


80. 

Woop, V.C., held upon the evidence that Moore was entitled 

to a moiety of Webb’s share, and that the original firm of Webb, 

rs, & Moore had been constituted on the agreement that 

the profits were to be in proportion to the capital advanced. He 
directed an inquiry as to the Cradley Park Works. 


March 8, 9. 


THE PENINSULAR WeEsT INDIAN AND SovTHERN BANK 
(Lirep) +. DartuEz.—In this case (reported 14 W. R, 454) 
an interim order had been extended for a fortnight. In the 
interval the defendant had put in his answer, and the motion 
‘was now brought on. 

His Honour, after reading the answer, said it was clear that 
Guilhou’s agent in Madrid had indorsed tho bills in question 
for some consideration to Roland, a banker there, who indorsed 
them over to Darthez. The bank were Guilhou’s trustees or 

ts, and in that character have a right to retain out of the 
bills the debt due from him to thom. Ho had agreed to send 
them over money to meet these bills, but had not done so. The 
bills had been drawn, and negociated in violation of the agree- 
ment. There must bo an injunction on the undertaking to give 
judgment to be dealt with, and as the Court should direct. He 
would make no order as to payment of the money into Court. 
Liberty to apply. The costs of the motion to be costs in the 
cause, 


March 9, 


Hanerey v. Wit1s.—This case, which has been already re- 
* was mentioned again. 
Ramage, for the plaintitls, produced an aflidavit of the brother- 


* 10 Sol, Jour, 440, 








in-law of Thomas Hensley, the person whose death had to be 
proved, stating that he died in hospital at Sydney, and that his 
wife attended him in his last illness. This information was 
obtained from letters addressed by the widow to the brother-in- 
law and members of the family of Thomas Hensley. 

His Honour held the fresh evidence to be sufficient. 

March 12. 

Re Bosuer’s Estate.—In this matter a sale had been 
directed under the Settled Estates Act, and the chief clerk had 
found all the facts as stated in the petition except two. One of 
the parties interested in the sale moneys was Maria Bosher, 
who, as stated in the petition, was last scene or heard of about 
fourteen years ago, and was then in indigent circumstances. 
It was doubtful whether she was alive, but she had survived her 
husband, Enoch Bosher. The question was whether adminis- 
tration should be taken out to Maria Bosher, or whether her 
share should simply be carried over to a separate account. 

His Honour decided thai administration must be taken out to 
Maria Bosher. 

March 13. 


RE JEFFERY’S TRUSTS. 

Petition for payment out of funds paid in under the © 
Trustee Relief Act. 

The testator had given a sum of £3,666 Midland Rail- 
way Stock on trust to sell and out of the proceeds to pay 
£2,500 to Miss Turner, and the rest to be in trust for 
two other persons, who are infants. The sale had been 
delayed for some years, and Miss Turner now claimed the 
dividends on the stock from the death of the testator. 

A. Bailey, for the trustee of the infants.—The sale was 
only necessary so far as was required for raising the sum 
of £2,500. This was a mere demonstrative legacy. The 
infants being entitled to the corpus are entitled to the 
dividends : Zatham v. Drummond, 2 H. & M. 262. 

S. Percival for the administrator. 

Robinson, for Miss Turner, claimed the dividends from 
testator’s death. 

Woop, V.C., considered this was not a demonstrative 
legacy, but a specific gift. It was the duty of the ad- 
ministrator to sell at once. If he delayed, the accretions 
belonged to the legatee. He must decide that Miss Turner 
took the £2,500 and the produce of the stock producing 
it up to the time of the sale. The costs must come out of 
the whole fund. 

Solicitors, Bailey, Shaw, Smith § Bailey. 

Re SAwWEL’s TRUSTS. 

Petition for payment out of court of a legacy of 
£3,000, paid in under the Trustee Relief Act. 

The legacy had been given to Charlotte Sawell, to be 
paid her at twenty-five, the whole income to be for 
her maintenance in the meantime. She died under the 
age. 

Rolt, Q.C., for the petitioner, who was the personal 
representative of the legatee, asked for his costs, and that 
those of the executors might be disallowed. 

Daniel, Q.C., and Nalder, for the executors who had 
paid the legacy into court.—This was not an absolute 
interest : Batsford v. Keddell, 3 Ves. 363; Watson 
v. Hayes, 5 My. & Cr. 125. The legacy was to 
lapse if she did not attain twenty-five. The executors 
were justified in paying into court to obtain an opinion 
on the construction. There must be caprice or obstinacy 
on the part of the executors to cause them to be deprived 
of their costs. 

Woop, V.C., said the executors must pay the costs. It 
had been settled sixty years ago that a gift of this kind 
was an absolute gift. 

Solicitors, L. Woodard ; Lofty, Potter, § Son. 

Re BRAILEY’s EsTATES. 
Petition for payment out of court. 

Bird, for the petitioner, asked that the costs of the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners, who had been served, might 
be paid by the railway company, who had paid in the 
money under the Lands Clauses Act. The petitioner was 
the legal personal representative of Thomas Braily, who 
had been lessee for lives of the property taken, of which 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners were the owners in fee. 





He was not one of those tenants for life who were autho- 
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rised by the Act to sell. The purchase-money had there- 
fore been paid into court either under some misapprehen- 
sion or under some arrangement, which could not now 
very easily be ascertained. The order could not, he con- 
tended, be granted in the absence of the Commissioners. 

Woop, V.C., said that the Commissioners had been 
properly served. They might have attempted to disturb 
the arrangement under which the money had been paid 
into court. 

Solicitors, Clarke, Woodcock, § Ryland. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
March 8. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner WINsLow.) 

In RE JAMES Datton.—This was a first meeting for examina- 
tion; Mr. James Carter Dalton being a solicitor, of Bucklers- 
bury and several other places. 

Reed for the assignees, and Lawrance for the bankrupt. 

A brief outline of the accounts has already been published in 
the Solicitors’ Journal. 

Upon the application of the assignees an adjournment was 
ordered for nb and deficiency accounts ; the bankrupt to answer 
requisitions. 

(Before Mr. Commissioner GOULBURN.) 

In rE G. F. Drvuce.—Mr. George Frederick Druce, solicitor, 
of Victoria-street, Westminster, and elsewhere, came up for 
examination, but in consequence of the absence of the necessary 
accounts, an adjournment was ordered. 

C. E. Lewis for the assignees, and Beswick for creditors. 


March 12, 


In ne Bropiz. Tue INCORPORATED COMMERCIAL AND 
GENERAL ADVANCE ASSOCIATION (LimMITED).— The bankrupt, 
whose case has been already * mentioned, came up for his dis- 
charge. 

Lawrance for the assignees. 

No opposition was offered, and the order of discharge was 


granted. 
March 13. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner HotroyD.) 

In rE Richard Hopces Mcnpay.—The bankrupt, a solici- 
tor, of 5, Fountain-court, Strand, was very recently the plain- 
tiff in a cause of Munday v. Hankin, which was reported at the 
time in our columns. This was a sitting for examination and 
discharge. The bankrupt attributes his failure to insufficiency 
of business, and other causes. Previously to the adjudication 
a writ of execution had been issued against the bankrupt at the 
suit of Mr. Hankin, for the costs in the action. The debts were 
of insignificant amount (under £100), and the bankrupt returned 
bad debts £92. 

Aldridge, for the official assignee, suggested that the case 
should stand adjourned, in order that the bankrupt might take 
= to annul his bankruptcy, by offering a composition to his 

itors. 

The bankrupt said that some of the debts which appeared in 
the accounts had been satisfied, he owed a very trifling amount. 

His Honour asked whether the bankrupt was now in actual 

tice F 

The bankrupt replied in the affirmative. 

His Honour thought a proposal should be made by the bank- 
rupt. There was no reason why the small debts which were set 
forth in the accounts should not be satisfied. 

The bankrupt explained that the action against Hankin had 
been conmenced by his clerk, James Hanley, without his 
authority ; but he believed that the bill, the subject of the action, 
had now been paid by one of the parties to it. 

Eventually an adjournment was ordered for a proposal. 


COURT OF DIVORCE. 
March 14. 

Hopce rv. Hopcr, Symons, AND Stmons.—This was a peti- 
tion for divorce by the husband, on the ground of his wife’s 
adultery with the co-respondents. 

Dr, Deane, Q.C., and Inderwick, for the petitioner. 

Spinks, Dr., and Searle, for the respondent. 

he petitioner is a builder, living near Plymouth. He married 
the respondent in J uly 1851, and they lived together till 1864, 
and had several children. A separation took placo in conse- 
quence of the respondent’s intemperate habits. Acts of adultery 
with both the co-respondents were clearly proved. 

Decree nisi. 


Ricuarpson v. Ricnanvson Axp Davis.—This was a peti- 
tion for divorce on the ground of the wife’s adultery. 

Tindal Atkinson, Serjt., and Swahey, Dr., for the petitioner, 

Inderwick ton the respondent. 

The petitioner married the respondent in June, 1850, and 





they had several children. The parties had separated in conge- 
quence of disagreements arising out of the habits of drunkennogs: 
of the wife. After the se tion she went into service with 
the co-respondent, with whom clear proof was adduced of her 
having committed adultery on several occasions in 1865. The 
respondent denied the adultery and made counter charges, but no 
evidence was adduced in support of them. 
Decree nisi with costs against the co-respondent. 


CONSOLIDATED CHAMBER (IRELAND). 
(Before Mr. Justice O’ HAGAN.) 

SHEA v. Ryan.—Alleged Fenianism amongst the Magistracy, 
—This was a motion made on the part of the plaintiff, Mr. Luke: 
Joseph Shea, a magistrate of the County Cork, to set aside the 
defences filed by the defendant, M. Edward f. Ryan, Stipendiary 
Magistrate of the district, who had instituted a search at 
the residence of the plaintiff on suspicion of his being impli- 
cated in the Fenian conspiracy. The action is brought for 
the trespass so committed oy the defendant’s entering the plain- 
tiff's house with a large number of policemen, searching his 
house, presses, drawers, &c. The pleas filed justified the alleged 
trespass, by setting forth the existence of the Fenian conspiracy, 
and that he (defendant) had reasonable ground for believing, an 
did believe, that #ms were concealed in the plaintifi’s house for 
a traitrous purpose ; and that the search was made in pursuance 
of his (defendant’s) duty as a justice of the peace. These defences 
it was now sought to set aside, on the ground that the pleas did 
not give the plaintiffany information as to who were the alleged 
traitors referred to; and also that they did not set forth the 
grounds of the defendant’s suspicion and belief that there were 
arms in plaintiff's house. In support of the latter part of the 
case counsel relied on Godfrey v. Cross, 12 Ir. C. L. Rep. 335, 
where it was held bad to say, in justification of a libel, that the 
defendant had been “told by faithworthy persons,” without 
stating by whom. 

His Lordship, having taken time to consider the arguments, 
refused to make any rule on the motion, but gave the plaintiff 
liberty to reply and demur forthwith if so advised. 


BROMPTON COUNTY COURT. 


Feb. 27. 
(Before Sir J. EAanpLEY W1LMotT, Bart., Judge.*) 

SLATTERY v. AxTon.—County Courts Equitable Jurisdiction 
Act.—This was a suit instituted for the purpose of compelling 
the defendant specifically to perform an agreement entered into 
by the plaintiff with Peter Broad on the 3lst March, 1863,. 
whereby the said Peter Broad agreed to let, and the plaintiff 
agreed to take, on a building lease for a term of 99 years from 
Midsummer, 1863, two plots of land situate in Oakland-grove, 
Shepherd’s-bush, at a ground-rent of three shillings per foot 
frontage, the plaintiff agreeing to build four detached or semi- 
detached houses in cach year, until the whole of the ground- 
rent was secured, and to make and maintain the road in the 
rear of the houses, and erect a brick wall upon the ground on 
the west side; and it was provided that the plaintiff should, 
within the first four years from the date of the agreement, have 
the option of purchasing the fee-simple of the whole or any 
portion of the ground in question, upon giving six months’ 
notice of his intention so to do; and it was lastly provided as 
follows :—Peter Broad to have the right of immediate re-entry 
if Thomas Slattery fails to pay any rent, or to observe any 
stipulation in this agreement, without demand or notice, in 
which case this agreement is to be null and void as between 
parties hereto. 

Part of the land had been, shortly after the date of the agree- 
ment, sold by Mr. Broad to one Colonel Burlton, with the con- 
currence of the plaintiff, and Broad had also sold the remainder 
(with other property) to the defendant, but, as the plaintiff 
alleged, with express notice of, and subject to, the agreement 
with the plaintiff. The plaintiff had, on the 28th March, 1865, 
given notice of his intention to exercise his option of purchasing 
this land, but the defendant refused to carry the agreement into 
effect. The plaint prayed specific performance with costs. 

The defendant admitted the sale by Mr. Broad to him, and 
notice of the agreement with the plaintiff, but alleged that the 
a pom agreement had been forfeited, and that the defendant 
nad purchased from Mr. Broad upon the express understanding 
that such forfeiture had taken place. 

F. Waller for the plaintiff. 

The plaintiff was called, and admitted, in cross-examination, 
that he, and not Mr. Broad, had entered into the contract made 
with Colonel Burlton, and that he (the plaintiff) had made 
£500 by the transaction, and that, ex@ept as to tendering the 
first payment of rent, he had done nothing towards carrying the 
— into execution, though he had been urged so to do by 

road, 

Andrew Thomson, on behalf of the defendant, insisted that 
there was no conflict on the fact that the agreement had 
broken by the plaintiff, and argued that it had, before the defen- 
dant’s purchase, been abandoned by the plaintiff, and the defen- 
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dant then purchased subject to a void agreement, and that the 
effect of the last clause was to enable him, the defendant, to 
put an end to the whole agreement without notice to the plain- 
tiff. He proposed to call witnesses, but was stopped by the 
Court, when 

His Honovr recapitulated and commented on the facts much 
after the tenor of the arguments adduced on behalf of the defen- 
dant, and dismissed the plaint with costs. 

Mr. Waller protested against the case having been decided 

inst his client without hearing him in reply,* and intimated 

his intention to advise an appeal against the decision. 

Solicitor, VW. £. Knobel. 








COMMON LAW. 


CONTINUOUS AND DISCONTINUOUS EASEMENTS. 
Polden v. Bastard, Ex.Cb., 14 W.R. 199; Q.B.11 W.R. 778. 

Mr. Gale, in his excellent work on Easements, ed. 1862, 
p. 76, states that, “ where easements are in their nature 
continuous and apparent, they pass upon a severanve of 
the tenements by impliction of law, without any words 
of new grant or conveyance.” He adds, however, with 
some degree of inconsistency, that “such easements are 
not revived but newly created by an implied grant.” 
This latter opinion hardly squares with the common divi- 
sion of easements into continuous and occasional, which 
division is adoptea by Mr. Gale, and is, in fact, the basis 
of his commentary on these points. As a continuous 
easement will pass without any words of creation or im- 
plied grant, it is obvious that such easements are revived 
and not newly created. As discontinuous easements, 
however, require words of grant to pass them on the 
severance of the dominant and servient tenements, the 
question whether the words used will suffice for this pur- 
pose is sometimes one of great difficulty. 

In Pearson v. Spencer, Q. B., 9th July, 1861, Mr. 
Justice Blackburn lays down the general rule of law on 
these points, and says, “ We do not think that on a 
severance of two tenements any right to use ways, which, 
during the unity of ownership, have been used and en- 
enjoyed, in fact passes to the owner of the dissevered 
tenement, unless there be something in the conveyance to 
show an intention to create a right de nove. His Lord- 
ship, however, adds, “We agree with what was said in 
Worthington v. Gimson, 29 L. J. Q. B. 116, that in this 
respect there is a distinction between continuous ease- 
ments, such as drains, &c., and discontinuous easements, 
such as a right of way.” 
i} The leaning of the Courts has been against the grant of 
a discontinuous easement by implication; and thisis greatly 
to be regretted, for the once-dominant tenement thus loses 
half its value to the owner, while the easement rarely de- 
preciates to an equal extent the value of the servient tene- 
ment, But the owner of the the latter very often lays a 
monopcly price on the accomodation; ,so that the matter 
is rarely settled without protracted litigation. The rule 
against the presumption of the creation of easements, 
however, appears to apply only to the case of a discon- 
tinuous easement. What words will pass such an 
easement is a query, respecting which the decisions 
Cannot be easily reconciled. 

General words, such as “ appertaining, belonging,” &c., 


enjoyed,” have been held adequate: Bradshaw v. Gere, 
Cro. Eliz. 570; Whally v. Thompson, 1 Bos, & P. 371, 
Vide cases cited by Gale, p. 77. 

The easement, it appears, if continuous, need not be 
apparent on an ordinary degree cf observation. For in- 
stance, in Pyer vy. Carter, 1 H. & N. 922, the action was 
for stopping a drain running under both houses, The 


two houses had formerly been one, which was converted | 
into two by a former owner, who then let them separately, | 





* The judge seems to have acted as is usual in cases at Niai Prius. 
Tn such cases, if the defendant adduces no evidence, the plaintift’s 
counsel has no right of reply.—-Rep. 

na ape is clearly wrong as applied to proceedings in equity. 





Upon the argument being urged that the drain, though 
continuous, was not apparent, and that the defendant was 
not aware of its existence, the Court replied that “he 
must have known that there was some drainage for the 
waters.” 

The principle of this ruling appears to have some bear- 
ing on the principal case. A will contained the follow- 
ing clause: —‘‘ To my nephew W. P. I give the house I 
now live in, with the outhouse and orchard, in my own 
occupation, to him and his heirs for ever. I give to my 
niece C. P. the house, and outhouse, and gardens, as now 
in the occupation of T. A., to her and her heirs and as- 
signs for ever.” The houses were contiguous, and the 
house in the occupation of the devisor had a pump be- 
longing to it, from which T. A., who had occupied the 
other house as yearly tenant of the devisor for two years, 
had been accustomed to draw water with the knowledge 
of thedevisor. The Court of Exchequer Chamber held, (in 
affirmance of the judgment of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench), that the right to the use of the pump was not an 
easement, and did not pass to C. P. Now, it is true that 
the right to use the pump was not an easement of neces- 
sity; the owner could resort to other pumps. But then 
the drain, which was in question in Pyer v. Carter, was 
not an easement of necessity to the defendant’s house, 
for he could have had other drains. In neither case, 
therefore was the easement one of necessity; and, though 
the principal case differs from Pyer v. Carter, inasmuch 
as the easement in the latter case was continuous, yet 
the wording of the will in the present case “as now in 
the occupation of T. A., to her and her heirs and assigns 
for ever,” opened the way for parol evidence to show the 
nature and extent of T. A.’s occupation, according to the 
usual rule which admits such evidence to explain any 
ambiguity connected either with the object or the sub- 
ject-matter of a devise. And the question, as to what is 
“ necessarily used,” as was observed by the Courtin Pyer 
v. Carter, depends upon “ the state of things at the time 
of the conveyance, and, as matters then stood, without 
alteration.” 

In Badenham v. Pritchard, 1 B. & C. 350, the devise 
was of “all and singular his mansion-house, in which he 
then lived, calied D., together with al buildings and 
lands thereunto belonging, as then enjoyed by him.” it was 
held to carry lands in an adjoining and recently pur- 
chased estate which had been occupied by the testator. 
In like manner, in Press v. Barker, 2 Bing. 456, the de- 
vise was to R. P. of “ all my freehold messuages, wherein 
I now live,” and to A. P. “of all my freehold messuage, 
now in the occupation of E.”’ A coal cellar, within the 
boundary of the messuage in the occupation of E., had 
always been used with the messuage in which the testator 
lived; it was held that evidence might be given of that 
fact, and that the coal cellar passed to R. P. 

These cases certainly are not easily reconciled with the 
decision in the principal case; for the easement in Press 
v. Barker was discontinuous, the the coal cellar was used 
both by the devisor and the defendant. And though Mr. 
Justice Crompton observed, in the court below, “that in 
the principal case there was a mere enjoyment of a pri- 
vilege by a tenant for two years,” the shortness of the 


have been held insufficient to ~ ae | enjoyment is laid down in Pyer v. Barker to be imma- 
pass rights of way or com- | 40°. 2 sti qn evise is taken 
mon, while, again, the words “used, occupied, and | seers 90> Senet. ey ss eee ee ae i 


the sole criterion of the nature and extent of the servi- 
tude. On the whole, the decision in the principal case is 
very unfavourable to claimants of discontinuous ease- 
ments. 


Notes on Recent Events in the Island of Jamaica, and on the 
Right of the Crown to proclaim Martial Law. By G. A. 
Youne, Barrister-at-Law. London: Stevens & Sons. 
1866. 

This is a little pamphlet, partly legal, partly perhaps po- 

litical, on the question which has filled of late so lange a 

portion of public attention, 
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The author discusses the abstract question with great fair- 
ness and research, and lays down the principles of law by 
which it must be determined in the clearest manner, fortify- 
ing himself with the very words of Lord Coke, Lord Grey, 
Sir James Mackintosh, Hallam, Lord Ellenborough, and 
other high authorities upon the point. 

When, however, he comes to apply to himself the concrete 
question, he obviously shrinks from the task, and endeavours 
to shelter himself behind a plea for delay, until the report of 
the commissioners has been made and published. Now, 
with respect to the facts which are really at issue between 
the parties, this is clearly the right course to pursue, and is 
the course which we have consistently recommended, but 
there are certain prominent facts conceded on all sides from 
which, as it appears to us, certain definite conclusions may 
logically be drawn, and these conclusions we feel at liberty 
to draw at once, without awaiting the report of her Majesty's 
Commissioners. For example—whether the disturbance at 
Morant Bay was a local riot or the premature outbreak of a 
deep-seated conspiracy; whether Mr. Gordon was a loyal 
subject or a seditious conspirator; whether fifteen or 150 
women were flogged; whether any and how many men were 
flogged first and then hanged; the solution of these and such- 
like questions must await the resu!: « f ‘s+ pending inquiry. 
But whether it was justifiable to try Ly a military court a 
subject taken without arms in his hands, in a district where 
the ordinary courts of justice were, if not actually in session, 
competent to sit at a moment’s notice; where, to use the 
words of Mackintosh, *‘the law could act,” isa question not 
depending on any consideration whatever, except this —‘ Was 
Kingston, at the time when Gordon was apprehended, in thé 
hands of the insurgents, so that the Queen’s Courts could 
not sit there?’ If that question is answered in the negative 
(and the affirmative has never been pretended) then, in 
Mackintosh’s words, ‘* As soon as the law can act every other 
mode of punishing suppressed crime is of itself an enormous 
crim ;” then it is sheer folly to talk of any possible justi- 
fication of the proceedings in Gordon’s case, arising out of 
any conceivable state of disturbance elsewhere in the Island, 
or any imaginable degree of guilt on the part of the prisoner. 

Mr. Young does not refer to the ‘‘ justification” put for- 
ward elsewhere, that the crime charged was a local one, and 
had to be tried in the locality; we presume the fallacy was too 
ee toa gentleman clearly neither confused nor ignorant in 

is view of the law on this subject. For those who advance this 
argument are in this dilemma; cither the voice of the law 
could be heard in Morant Bay or it could not; if it could, no 
exceptional tribunal would lawfully exist there, and if it 
were necessary that Gordon should be tried there, it was ne- 
cessary that he should be tried in the ordinary course of 
criminal justice ; if it could not, then, as no court (no duly 
constituted authority) is compelled to submit to lawlessness, 
the law requiring the removal of the prisoner thither for 
trial was itself suspended and peters we along with the 
other laws of the place. 

It may or may not turn out that the state of Morant Bay 
was such as to justify the arbitrary suppression of all law 
there for a time (the evidence which has reached us since the 
commission began to sit seems to point to a different con- 
clusion), but no evidence which ean possibly be expected 
can justify or palliate the ‘‘ enormous crime” of the use of 
military violence against an unresisting prisoner in an un- 
disturbed district. 

The Lunacy Ads; with an Introductory Commentary, Notes 
ts the Sttutes, including References to Decided Cases, and 

a apis Indes. By Daney P. Fry, Esq., of Lincoln’s- 

inn, Darrister-at-Law, and of the Poor Law Board. 

London: Knight & Co. 

Mr. Fry has very appropriately divided his treatise into 
four leading sections, relating respectively to private lunatics, 

auper lunatics, criminal lunatics, and the cominissioners on 
unacy. He therefore treats of county and borough asylums, 
chiefly in connection with the second class, while the Acts 
relating to licensed houses and registered hospitals are 
treated of in connection with the first class. The statutes 
are prefaced by a goodly introduction, giving a sketch of the 
gencral law of idiotey and lunacy. The rights of the Crown 
in the property of lunatics (17 Kalw. 2, ¢. 12), and of idiots 
¢. 11), together with the common evasion of these rights,” 
and many other interesting points, are stated by Mr. Fry 
with mach clearness, but, we must add, less in detail than 
we should wish. 











The author distinguishes private lunatics, and those 
under commissions of lunacy or otherwise kept under the 
authority of the Lord Chancellor, and those kept as single 
patients in unlicensed houses, or confined in public or 
private asylums, subject to the supervision of the commis. 
sioners. The procedure respecting these is stated at some 


~—. 

Mr. Fry gives an account of the law respecting licensed 
establishments, change of premises, transfer of licence, in. 
spection, the obligations of superintendents, copies of entries, 
reports by the visiting commissioners, the patients, medical 
certificates, and an almost indefinite number of details on 
similar points. 

Notwithstanding the great diversity of materials in this 
mélange, the introduction to the statutes has no claim to be 
considered a treatise, even in minature, owing to its frag. 
mentary character, having been intended as a mere index to 
the statutes. 

The third chapter, which treats of criminal lunatics, con. 
tains a very good selection of points respecting this class of 
lunatics, together with very numerous references to reported 
decisions. 

The index consists of not less than 120 octavo pages, or 
one-fifth of the entire work. Asa synthetical compendium 
of the lunacy statutes, therefore, this manual has no ordinary 
merits, though the introduction neither is, nor pretends to 
be, an exhaustive analytical outline of the law on the 
matter. The number of statutes printed in the appendix is 
prodigious, the number referred to is still greater; to both 
classes of which enactments the copious index obviously fur- 
nishes a good key. 

To those who take up this work, and persevere, contrary 
to its professions, in considering it a treatise or repertory on 
the law of lunacy, we can only say that their expectations, 
being unfounded, will not be realised. Those, however, 
who wish to ascertain the law on one or more defined points 
will, we think, find the index lead them to the information 
required, 








COURTS. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 

March 12.—Re the Bank of Turkey (Liimited).—The 
petition for winding-up this company, which was presented 
by Mr. Woodward, a member of the Stock Exchange, was 
dismissed by the Master of the Rolls, without hearing the 
counsel for the company, with the remarks that subscribers 
for shares must be supposed, at all events by the Court, to 
have taken them in the belief that the rer they in- 
vested in was a solid commercial undertaking, with a 
reasonable prospect of success, and not for the mere purpose 
of selling them at a premium; that this company having 
been only formed last November, and the shares allotted in 
December, for establishing a bank in the Levant, a sufficient 
time had not been allowed the directors to ascertain whether 
they had a reasonable prospect of profitable business; and 
that the only order he would make in dismissing the petition 
was that the petitioner should pay the costs. 

Mr. Selwyn, Q.C., and Mr. Locock Webb appeared for the 
petition; and Sir Hugh Cairns, Q.C., Mr. Jessel, Q.C., 
and Mr. Roxburgh for the company. 


— Tn ve ——, an attorney—Mr. Haynes applied to this 
Court, under the New Orders in Bankruptcy, to strike an 
attorney off the rolls of the Court for alleged misconduct in 
the matter of some bankruptcy proceeding. The case was 
ordered to stand over till Thursday weck, the Court in- 
timating an opinion that, if the attorney in question paid 
over certain moneys, to which he was holding, before that 
day it would be all the better for him, 

COURT OF BANKRUPTCY 
(Before Mr. Commissioner WinsLow.) 

March 9.—Jn re George Nicholas Sanders,—The bankrupt, 
who was himself petitioner, describes himself as ‘Formerly 
of Kentucky, then of New York, then lodging at the Tra- 
falgar Hotel, Charing-cross; then of Richmond, America; 
then of Weymouth-street, Portland-place; then of Denbigh- 
street, Pimlico; then of Varis; then pwr through 
England and Ireland; then of Canada; then of Langham- 
place Hotel, and late of Grafton-place, Fitzroy-square; now 
a prisoner for debt; contractor with the Confederate govern- 
ment of America for the building and running of iron-plated 
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tal vessels.” It apppears that he had also held the 

ition of American consul in this country. 

This was an application for release from custody. 

The Bankrupt attributes his failure to ‘disappointment 
in the execution of his contract with the Confederate States 
of America for the building and running of iron-plated 
postal vessels,” : 

The application was opposed by his detaining creditors, 
upod the ground that they had not had sufficient time to 
inquire into a matter involving, as it did, so large an 
amount of debt; and the learned Commissioner directed 
that the application should stand over until after the choice 
of assignees, and named the 23rd instant for the bankrnpt’s 
renewing his application. 

No discussion took place upon the merits. 





COURT OF COMPENSATION FOR THE NEW LAW 
COURTS. 
(Before Mr. Scorr Turner, High Bailiff of Westminster, 
and a Special Jury.) 

March 12.—Moss v. Her Majesty's Commissioner's of the New 
Law Courts.—This was a compensation case for two houses 
in Crown-court, near Temple-bar, the freehold of Mr. Samuel 
Moss, who claimed nearly £2,000 for the same. There 
had been no offer but the nominal one of 5s, by the com- 
missioners. 

Mr. Hawkins, Q.C. (with whom was Mr. Garth), appeared 
for the claimant ; Mr. Joseph Browne, Q.C., on Mr. 
M‘Mahon, were for the commissioners. 

It was estimated that £108 would be made out of the pro- 
perty by weekly tenants, and the net sum would be above 
£80. Property worth £30 a few years ago was now worth 
£100 a-year, such had been the great increase in the value 
of property in the metropolis. 

It transpired that the tenant Palmer made £200 a-year 
out of the two houses rented at £40 a-year. 

The jury retired for some time. The verdict was for £980. 
The High Bailiff said the special jurors who had not at- 
tended wonld be fined £10 each. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 
PREMIUM UPON ARTICLES. 

Sir,—I should be much obliged if some of your readers 
would be kind enough to inform me what is the usual 
premium paid fora three years’ clerkship, by a gentlemen 
who has taken his degree at some university. INQuirEr. 

March 12. 


Law CLASSES. 

Sir,—I beg to say that a special meeting of the Articled 
Clerks’ Society will be held in Clement’s-inn Hall, Strand, 
W.C., on Thursday, the 22nd instant, at seven p.m., to 
consider the subject of the Law Classes established by the 
Incorporated Law Society, when those of your readers who 
may take an interest in the legal education of articled clerks 
are requested to attend, as itis proposed to report the result 
of the meeting to the council of the Incorporated Law 
Society. W. J. Fraser. 

March 14, 

County Courts. 

Sir,—I beg to call your attention and that of the pro- 
fession, of which you ate the organ, to a bill lately brought 
into the House of Commons by Mr. Childers, intituled ‘* A 
bitl for the abolition of the olflices of treasurer and high 
bailiff of county courts, and to provide for the payment of 
future registrars of county courts.” 

There are over 500 county courts in England. 

To each courtis a registrar, who must be a solicitor. 

These courts have hitherto satistied the public. Their 
jurisdiction has been enlarged and the duties and respon- 


The bill now brought into Parliament, if it should pass 
into a law, would reduce the £280 to £228 (see clause 14). 
The lowerscale was proposed by the Government in 1856, 
but the House of Commons decided against the Government 
by nearly two to one, that the registrars should be paid on 
the now existing scale. 

The Treasury have never forgiven the registrars their vic- 
tory in 1856, and are now secking by a side wind to make 
the House of Commons retract the deliberate opinion it then 
expressed. A. B. 

March 15. 








APPOINTMENT. 


Artuur Hosuovss, Esq., Q.C., to be Commissioner of 
Charities, vice James Campbell, Esq., Q.C., deceased. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, March 9. 
Bankruptcy Law. 

The Common SERJEANT inguired whether the Government 
intended to bring in a bill for the consolidation and amend- 
ment of the bankruptcy law. y 

The ArrorNEY-GENERAL replied that he expected to intro- 
duce it immediately after Easter. 

Monday, March 12. 
County Courts BiLt. 
This bill was read a second time. 
Tuesday, March 13. 
REAL Estate INTESTACY. 

Mr. L. Krxe obtained leave to bring in a bill for the better 

settling of the real estates of intestates. 








Pending fRMeasures of Degislation. 

A bill for the abolition of the ojices of Treasurer and of 
High Bailif of County Courts as vacancies shall occur, and 
to provide for the payment of future registrars of couaty 
courts, 

Preamble recites 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, s. 23, and that twenty- 
three treasurers and a number of high bailiffs had been ap- 
pointed; and that it is expedient that vacancies in the 
offices of treasurer or high bailiff should not be filled up, and 
that provision should be made for the performance of the 
duties now attached to those offices; and that it is further 
expedient to reduce the salaries of future appointed regis- 
trars of county courts. Be it enacted, &e. 

1. Vacancies in the oilice of treasurers of county courts 
not to be filled up. 

2. Where no treasurer, the accounts of the registrar and 
other officers shall be examined in such manner, &e., as the 
Treasury shall think fit, provided that the salaries and ex- 
penses of the auditors are not to exceed the sum allowed to 
the then late treasurer for a clerk, and for the travelling ex- 
penses of himself and clerk. 

3. Treasurers may, with permission of the Treasury, retire 
upon superannuation, not exceeding the pension of a civil 
servant retiring upon medical certificate, under the Suaper- 
annuation Act, 1859. 

4. If person appointed to examine accounts be a treasurer's 
clerk, after one year’s service such clerk to be entitled to 
superannuation in due course. 

5. Treasury to make rules for keeping and rendering ac- 
counts by registrars and other officers of the courts, and 
direct payments by registrars to be paid into Bank of 
England. 

6. Accounts to be rendered to Audit Boand. 

7. Accounts to be audited by the Commissioners of Audit 
in the same manner as the accounts of the treasures of 








sibilities of the registrars have been increased in almost every 
session, Only last year equity was given to them, and the 
salaries of the judges raised from £1,200 to £1,500, 

Before 1856 the registrar was called clerk, and might be 
the clerk of several courts. 

By 19 & 20 Vict, c. 108, he is called registrar and con- 
fined to one court, and section 82 provides for his salary, 


At present the registrar of a court with 1,000 plaints a- | 


year receives for himself and his clerks £280, 


county courts are now audited. 

{ 8. All real and_ personal estate belonging to any county 
court, which shall be vested in any treasurer of county 
' courts who shall die, resign, or be removed, shall vest in 
such aforesaid person ;* and all real and personal estate 
which thereafter may be purchased or belong to any of such 
courts shall vest in the said person ; and upon the death, 


*QG—in the dead, Ne, treasurer? This is the grammatical mean- 





\ ing of the clause, 
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removal, or resignation of each such person, all property, 
real or personal, which was vested in the said person shall 
vest by force of this Act in the person appointed by the 
Treasury to succeed him in the duty of supervising the 
examination of the accounts. 

9. Any of the duties of a treasurer of county courts in 
respect to the purchase of lands, and of providing court 
houses and offices, may, by direction of the Commissioners 
of the Treasury, be performed by the said aforesaid person in 
respect of those courts to which there shall be no treasurer. 

10. Registrar to send to Commissioners of Audit an 
account of all sums paid by him to Paymaster-General. 

11. 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, s. 28, repealed, so far as relates to 
the conjoining of the offices of registrar and high bailiff, and 
on a vacancy in the office of high bailiff the registrar shall 
perform the duties and have all the powers, authorities, and 
responsibility of a high bailiff, if he shall have been ap- 
pointed such registrar after the passing of this Act, or, hav- 
ing been appointed before the passing of this Act, shall be 
willing to perform the said duties; provided that if a regis- 
trar, appointed before the passing of this Act, shall be un- 
willing to perform such duties, the new high bailiff shall, 
unless the Lord Chancellor with consent of the Treasury 
otherwise direct, hold office only duvin the continuation in 
office of the said registrar. 

12. Every registrar acting as high bailiff shall receive six- 
fifths of his net salary as registrar, together with such allow- 
ances for service and execution of process as the Treasury 
may determine. 

13. No person shall be 
than one court. 

14. 9& 10 Vict. c. 95, s. 82, repealed as to registrars 
hereafter appointed, and every such Registrar shall be paid 
by salary, regulated upon the principle that if the plaints 
entered in a year do not exceed 200, the salary shall be 
£100 ; if such plaints exceed 260, and do not exceed 6,000, 
then such salary shall be increased by £4 for twenty-five 
plaints ; and if such plaints shall exceed 6,000 the salary 
shall be fixed by the Treasury, with the consent of the Chan- 
cellor, but in no case to exceed £700 a-year; and such salaries 
shall be paid out of the same fund as the salaries of existing 
registrars are paid. 


appointed high bailiff of more 








SCOTLAND. 
OUTER HOUSE. 
(Before Lord Kixtocn, Ordinary.) 

March 1.—Decluration and Reduction.—John Beattie and 
Others. Elizaleth and Margaret Beattie.—This is an action 
brought by certain parties claiming to be the lawful children 
of the late Francis Beattie, for the purpose of setting aside 
certain services carried through by the defender, and of estab- 
lishing their right to heritable subjects in Scotland, as the 
lawful children of their father, the said Francis Beattie. On 
behalf of the defender it is maintained that the pursuers have 
no title to sue, in respect that they are illegitimate, their 
mother having been the wife of another man when she was 
married to their father. A proof having been allowed and 
taken, the Lord Ordinary lias now pronounced an interlocutor 
sustaining the objection to the pursuers’ title, finding them 
illegitimate, and dismissing the action. The facts of the case 


appear from the following note which his Lordship has ap- | 


pended to his interlocutor:—- 

** The preliminary question in the case, and that on the de- 
cision of which the title to pursue depends, is whether the 
pursuers are, as averred by them, the lawful children of Francis 
Beattie, junior. It isthe opinion ofthe Lord Ordinary that 
they have not established this, 

** It is said that their father and mother, Francis Beattie and 
Jane Pringle, were, on or about the 11th November, 1813, 
married at Gretna Green, This marriage is not proved. 

** But even if such a marriage had taken place it was wholly 
invalid because at that time—as the Lord Ordinary con- 


siders clearly proved- Jane Pringle was the wife of James | 


Crombie, from whom she had cloped with Francis Beattie, 
The Lord Ordinary holds it fully established that Jane 
Pringle was married to James Crombie on or about 26th 
November, 1805. The fact is proved by the hearsay of one 
witness who was present at the marriage—~by the evidence 
of several witnesses who kuew the partics as man and wife 

and by the document entitled ‘indictment of irregular 
marriage,’ the signatures to which of Messrs. Shortt & Btaig 





(now both dead), sufficiently attest the acknowledgment 
mentioned in it to have been made. 

** James Crombie is proved not to have died till 24th July, 
1823 , 


‘¢The Lord Ordinary holds it to be established that, on 26th 
October, 1822, Francis Beattie and Jane Pringle, who had 
previously emigrated together to Canada, were formally 
married at Montreal by the Rev. John Bethune, Rector 
and Dean of Montreal. This marriage was, of course, ag 
invalid as that alleged to have taken place at Gretna Green 
(Crombie not having died till nine month afterwards), except 
for the alleged operation of a decree of divorce said to have 
been obtained by Crombie against Jane Pringle in the Com. 
missary Court of Edinburgh, on 16th July, 1819. 

**This decree of divorce has not been recovered ; and the 
Lord Ordinary doubts whether any substitute short of a 
decree of proving the tenor, is legally admissible. The 
documents, however, are clearly such as would prove the 
tenor; and both parties agreed to hold the decree established. 
Its terms are proved by a duplicate kept in the Commissary 
Court books, marked by the initials of Mr. George Ross, the 
commissary. From this duplicate the judgment appears to 
have been the following:—‘ Edinburgh, 16th July, 1819.— 
The commissaries, having considered the proof adduced, and 
whole process, find facts, circumstances, and qualifications 
oi relevant to infer the defender’s guilt of adultery with 

‘rancis Beattie, mentioned in the proof, find her guilty of 
adultery with him accordingly. Therefore divorce and 
separate. Find and declare in terms of the conclusions of 
the libel, and decern. (Intld.) *G. R.’ 

‘By this decree Jane Pringle was divorced from James 
Crombie more than three years before her marriage in 
Canada to Francis Beattie. But it is contended that not- 
withstanding this, the marriage was invalid; and the Lord 
Ordinary concurs in thinking that it was so. 

‘* It is proved by the opinions of Canadian counsel that, by 
the law of that country, adulterers cannot afterwards marry. 
Mr. Popham being asked, ‘Is it not a rule of Lower Canada 
law that the parties who have committed adultery together 
can never lawfully marry each other?’ replied, ‘ Yes, if 
they have knowingly committed adultery with each other,’ 
Mr. Mackay, in like manner, states, ‘Two persons, wilful 
knowing adulterers, can never marry together lawfully in 
Lower Canada,’ 

** Tf, therefore, the law of Lower Canada (where it seems to 
be beyond a doubt that Francis Beattie had established a 
domicile) is to rule, then the marriage at Montreal in October, 
1822, is invalid, having been contracted between adulterers, 

‘«The pursuers endeavoured to avoid this result by pleading 
that Francis Beattie’s connection with Jane Pringle was 
begun and maintained in ignorance of her being a married 
woman ; in which case the Canadian counsel indicate an 
opinion that the putative marriage would be sufficient to 
legitimise the children. The Lord Ordinary conceives there 
has been an enxtire failure to prove that Francis Beattie was 
ignorant of Jane Pringle being a married woman when he 
eloped with her in 1813. But so far from the proof estab- 
lishing such a case, it appears to the Lord Ordinary fairly 
to establish the reverse. The parties were, as he thinks, 
‘ wilful knowing adulterers’ prior to the date of the marriage 
in Montreal in 1822; and, according to the law of the 
country, the mariage was invalid. 

‘* But the Lord Ordinary has to observe, in conclusion, that 
had the law of Canada been different, he would not have been 


peoeened to hold the marriage valid, by force of the Canadian 


aw. The question is now raised in the Supreme Court of 
Scotland. And although, in questions of status, international 
law requires that respect be paid to the law of the domicile, 
it is a trite qualification of the rule, that the principle does 
not hold where the Jaw sought to be applied is at variance 
with that of the tribunal of decision in regard to a funda- 
mental point of national policy or pect morality. The 
doctrine to this effect was expressly laid down in the de- 
cision by the Honse of Lords in the well-known case 
of Fenton vy. Livingstone, 3 MQ. 897, which regarded 
the validity of a marriage with a Meceased wife's sister. 
Under the operation of this doctrine, the Scottish Courts 
will not recognise a marriage as valid which is held by their 
own law tobe objectionable, as contrary to morality, and 
therefore null, 

“By the Scottish Act of Parliament 1600, ¢, 20, it is 
enacted that ‘all marriages to be contracted hereafter, by 
any persons divorced for their own crime and fact of adultery 
from their lawful spouses, with the persons with whom 
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they are declared by sentence of the ordinary judge to have 
committed the said crime and fact of adultery, be in all 
time coming null and unlawful in themselves, and the suc- 
cession to be gotten by such unlawful conjunctions to be 


inhabile to succeed as heirs to their said parents.’ This ! 
' passing over the part of the line mentioned, jolted so much 


enactment strikes directly at the case of Francis Beattie and 
Jane Pringle. And whatever might have been the law of 


Canada the Lord Ordinary would have felt himself compelled | 

| very dreadful character, one leg having been broken and his 

| left arm dislocated. The train was stopped almost imme- 
diately, and no other accidents occurred. 


to hold, in this Court, the marriage in Montreal to be in- 
valid, and the pursuers illegitimate. 

i. It is an additional ground for so holding that the present 
action is not simply for declaring status. It is for the 
urpose of enforcing a claim to heritable property within 
Beotland. The action seeks to set aside certain services 
carried through by the defender, and thereby to establish 
certain heritable rights alleged to belong to the pursuers, 
either ab intestato, or by virtue of dispositions in favour of 
Francis Beattie’s lawful children. 
uestions concerning real property are to be determined by 


e law of the country in which the real property is situated. | 


It is familiar that all | 


Kelly v. The Midland Great Western Railway Company—- 
This was an action brought by a farmer for damages for 
injuries sustained whilst travelling as a passenger on the 
defendants’ line between Mullingar and Castletown. Damages 
were laid at £3,000. It appeared that the train, when 


that the plaintiff became alarmed, and finding that the train 
hadrun off the rails, he jumped out, and received injuries ofa 


The case made by the defendants was that the plaintiff's 
own act had been the cause of his injuries ; that, had he 
remained in the carriage, he would have sustained no injury ; 
and further, that the train having run off the rails was not by 
reason of any negligence on their part. Evidence was gone 
into to show that the defective state of the rails was the 
result of malicious injury. 

The jury found for the defendants. 

Counsel for the plaintiff, Messrs. Hamilton, Q.C., Palles, 
Q.C., and Molloy ; for the defendants, Mr. Battersby, Q.C., 


e The pursuers cannot succeed to real property in Scotland if, | 

0 by the law of Scotland, they are illegitimate.” J. A. Curran, and Gamble. 

— Counsel for the pursuers—Mr. Fraser, Mr. Scott, and Mr. 

1 Brand. | Soricirors’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. * 

$ Counsel for the defender—Mr. Pattison and Mr. A. Blair. The annual meeting of this society was held in the 
h Solicitors’ Buildings, Four Courts, on the 7th ult., Mr. RJ. 





_ 


| T. Orpen in the chair. 
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a) 


IRELAND. 


HOME CIRCUIT—MUuiuinear. 

(Before the Lorp CHIEF JUSTICE.) 
The Midland Great Western Railway Company, Appel- 
lants, v. Fagan, Respondent.—This case came before his 
Lordship, as judge of assize, on appeal from the chairman of 


the County Westmeath, Mr. O'Hagan, Q.C., who had given | 
| had commenced relief, a number of pressing applications 


a decree against the company for £4 2s. 6d. 


It appeared that the company’s line passes close to the | 
farm occupied by the respondent, and that a spark from one | 
of their engines had set fire to a stack of turf, which was | 
burned, and the value of which was sought to be recovered | 


by the civil bill. For the appellants it was proved that the 
turf had been placed in close contiguity te some dry furze 
which was easily ignited. It was further relied on that the 


engines were of the best construction known for preventing | 


damage by escape of fire. 

Mr. Bewley appeared for the appellants ; Mr. Molloy for 
the respondent. 

His Lordship reserved the decree. 


(Before Chief Justice MONAHAN.) 


Dease, appellant, v. Power, respondent.—The duty of Sheriffs. | 


—This came before his Lordship on + am from the chair- 
man of the County Westmeath, of which county the appellant 
had been high-sheriff. 


It rem that the respondent Power had obtained a | 


civil bill decree for £12 10s. against a person named Thom- 
son, who at the same sessions had obtained a decree against 
Power for £10 6s, The sub-sheriff received both decrees for 
execution, and being paid by Thomson the amount of that 


against him, was required by him to retain the amount of | 


that against the respondent. The sheriff's return was to the 
following etfect That the two decrees had been delivered to 
him for execution, and that he was ready and willing to pay 
over to Power the difference between the amount of the two 
decrees. The chairman had given a decree against the 
sheritf for the entire amount. From this Section ths present 
— was brought. 

‘or the plaintiff below it was contended that, as the pro- 
ceeds of an execution while in the sherit!’s hands could not 
be seized under a fi. fa., the decree of lesseramount could not, 
in the present case, be levied out of the amount levied on the 
other decree, 

For the sheriff it was argued that the decree against 
Power was clearly an equitable deduction from that had by 
him against Thomson, and that it was his (Power's) duty to 
deliver to the sheriff a certificate of the sum due on foot of 
his decree after all equitable deductions had been made, 
which he had not done. Moreover, that had he done his 
duty in this respect, the certificate could have been for no 
more than the difference between the two deerees. 

Mr. Montgomery appeared for the appellant; Mr, Molloy 
for the respondent. 

His Lordship reversed the decree of the chairman. 


| the progress made by the society during the past year. 
| a general meeting of this society, held in the Solicitors’ 
| Buildings, in March, 1865, it was resolved—‘‘ That con- 
| sidering the present funds being adequate to relieve the most 





The Secretary submitted the second annual report, noticing 
At 


necessitious cases coming before the board, the society should 
commence to give immediate relief to such cases as should 
appear to the committee most worthy of consideration.” 
And, accordingly, when it became known that the society 


were forwarded to the secretary, and the committee having 
made careful inquiries into their merits, and considered same, 
a sum of £80 has already been distributed towards their 
relief, the particulars of which are given in an appendix to 
this report. Since the publication of the last report ten 
new life and eighty-four annual members have joined the 
society, increasing the aggregate of members to 211, of which 
thirty-nine are life and -172 annual subscribers. The 
accounts, of which the usual abstract is appended, show the 
total receipts for the past year to be £306 12s. £1,159 2s. 2d. 


| stock is now standing to the credit of the society. The 
| annual dividends produced by the above stock, amounting 


to about #34, together with the current subscriptions, are 
applicable for purposes of relief. Your committee have no 
hesitation in saying that, from many of the sad _ particulars 
which have been brought under their consideration, great 
good has already resulted, and much may still be effected 
by the society, and they feel confident that an appeal to 


| their professional brethren will not be without effect, and 


that the society will be enabled, by their valuable co-opera- 
tion, to carry out, on a more extended scale, its useful and 
benevolent objects. 

Mr. Rocue, in moving the adoption of the report, said 
although the society was only in its infancy, and with limited 
means atits disposal, they had been enabled to distribute 
£80 to twelve applicants. He regretted to add that they 
had not been able to respond to all the calls which had 
been made upon them, which they would have been glad to 
do if they had funds at their command. When these facts 
were published on the wings of the press,—that he hoped the 
public and the profession would enable the committee to do 
what they were anxious to carry out—that the next report 
would show that few parties had been refused assistance, 
and that many persons had been relieved through their 
munificence. They had a claim not only on the profession, 
but on the public at large, because he believed there was 
hardly a family of position that did not number some of its 
members amongst the profession, Some might say that this 
did not apply to them; but if he mentioned the names of 
some of those to whom relief had been afforded, which 
delicacy precluded him from doing, it would be seen that 
there were persons who had entered the profession with con- 
siderable means, but who, though from no fault of their own, 
had become only too glad to accept of the small relief which 

* The great pressure on our space has compelled us to hoki over 
this report for a longer time than we had desired.—Bp, S, J. 


—— a —— 
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the society could afford. He trusted that on the next occasion 
they met, not only would the members of the profession at 
large join the society, but that they would see it supported 
by many, if not all, the members of the bench, upon 
whom they had large claims. That would be nothing new, 
inasmuch as a like course had been adopted in England. 

Mr. SHANNON seconded the motion, and urged the claims 
which the society had on the ae at large. The com- 
mittee, he observed, afforded them an opportunity of coming 
together and sceing how much relief could be given with 
the small means at their disposal. As had been observed 
at their last meeting by Mr. Cantwell, the professional feel- 
ings must be responsive to any appeal made, for none but 
the practising solicitor could understand or appreciate the 
position or circumstances of a professional cel For his 
own part, he was surprised that they had only 200 sub- 
scribers to the funds out of the 1,500 members of the pro- 
fession in this country, but that, he thought, entirely arose 
from the circumstance that its claims were not thoroughly 
appreciated or understood. 

The resolution was then put from the chair, and carried 
unanimously. 

Mr. GaussEN moved a vote of thanks to the press. It 


had been stated that many men who set out in the profes- . 


sion in flourishing circumstances, had been reduced to great 
destitution. In one instance he himself knew a man who 
had entered the profession with a capital of £8,000; he 
held a high rank in the profession, and maintained an un- 
blemished character, but he was at that moment reduced to 
extreme want, without any means of support, except the 
small sum they were able to give him. When that fact 
went forth, it was to be hoped that the profession and the 
public would come forward and not allow that individual to 
whom he referred to starve, but give of their abundance to 
a society which endeavoured to mitigate the wants of those 
members who had been overtaken by misfortune. 

Mr. Drx seconded the resolution, which was adopted. 

A voie of thanks having been passed to the chairman, the 
proceedings terminated. 
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FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 
Pavy v. LAPosTOLet. 

A judgment has recently been given by the Imperial 
Court of Paris, comprising a canon of the Tribunal of Com- 
merce, which has caused some considerable astonishment 
and dissatisfaction among those concerned in trade with 
France, and not without reason, for if the practice followed 
in that case be carried out, it would be impossible ever to 
feel secure in any transaction with a French commercial 
house, as will be seen by the following statement of the 
facts of the case. 

Messrs. Lapostolet Brothers & Certeux, of Paris, proposed, 
on the 11th February, 1863, to Messrs. Pavy & Dunbar, of 
London, to sell to them a cargo of barley which they them- 
selves had bought from Messrs. Gauthier Brothers, of Pon- 
trieux (Brittany), which cargo was to be delivered on board 
a vessel at Paimpol. Pavy & Dunbar accepted the proposal, 
on condition that the barley should be dry, and of such 
quality as to be able to support the voyage to London with- 
out injury. A sample was sent which was found satisfactory. 
The agreement was concluded accordingly, and the cargo was 
shipped for London, where it arrived the 2nd of April. On 
the inspection of the barley it appeared so bad that Pavy & 
Dunbar determined not to accept it, and sent off a specimen 
to Lapostolet & Certeux, to Paris, to justify their refusal. 
By the return of the post the Paris house answered, ac- 
eatin a that the specimen in question was not in con- 
formity with that sent from Brittany, and forwarded by 
them to London; but inquiring whether the objectionable 
specimen represented a considerable portion of the cargo. 

vostolet Brothers & Certeux, to settle this question, ap- 
— Messrs. Trier & Co., of London, agents on their 

The cargo, though of inferior quality, being still saleable, 
Pavy & Dunbar proposed to Lapostolet & Certeux to sell 
the cargo for their account, to save demurrage or other ex- 
pense, 77 pm: and Certeux refused, being anxious lest 
they should jeopardize their action against their own vendors, 
But it was necessary to expedite matters. Instructions 
were sent by Lapostolet to their agents in London, Trier & 








Co., to proceed to the valuation of the barley. Trier selected 
an expert for Lapostolet, Pavy & Dunbar another for them. 
selves; and on the 9th of’ April the experts gave in a report 
stating that the barley was decidedly of bad quality and 
condition. Immediately afterwards Lapostolet Brothers & 
Certeux sent further instructions to their agent in London 
to apply to the experts for a statement of the difference be. 
tween the value of the barley in the sample sent to Pavy & 
Dunbar and that of the cargo, which difference the experts 
stated accordingly to be six shillings per quarter. There. 
upon Gauthier Brothers, of Pontrieux, offered to Lapostolet 
& Certeux an indemnity of five hundred franes, and the latter 
made the hke offer to Pavy & Dunbar, raising the figure to 
700. Pavy & Dunbar refused the offer, considering it in- 
sufficient, whereupon Lapostolet & Certeux applied fora 
declaration of the experts that—1. The cargo on arrival 
had a strong smell of fermentation. 2. That tae vessel had 
had a short passage. The experts would not interfere any 
further in the matter; but the barley having been landed and 
warehoused, by order of Trier & Co., agents of Lapostolet, 
the warehousemen gave them an attestation to the effect 
that the barley, at the time of landing, had a strong smell 
of fermentation, was generally in bad condition, and, from 
containing many heated corns, had the appearance of having 
been burnt in the stack. 

Lapostolet & Certeux having given notice to the ven- 
dors, Gauthier Brothers, of the refusal of the cargo by Pavy 
& Dunbar, and having in consequence refused the payment 
of the stipulated price, Gauthier Brothers cited them before 
the Tribunal of Commerce to obtain that payment. The 
latter defended themselves by pleading that they were fully 
justified in not taking the cargo, the barley not being in con- 
formity with the sample, and being inferior to the same by 
twenty per cent. They likewise cited Pavy & Dunbar to 
interplead as ‘‘ garantie,” being their purchasers. Gauthier 
Brothers contended that the barley was good, and adduced 
as proof the declarations of an expert named at their request 
by the Tribunal of Paimpol, the port where the barley had 
been shipped. The Tribunal would not take that declara- 
tion as conelusive, the expert having been named only at 
the suit of one of the parties and before any difference had 
taken place, and referred the matter to an arbitre rapporteur 
—a person without any official or judicial character, who is 
selected by the Tribunal of Commerce to hear the parties, go 
through the papers, and report upon the case, and whose 
opinion is not binding on the Tribunal, but is often followed. 
By the order naming the arbitre rapporteur he was instructed 
to have a sample taken from the cargo at London, and have 
the barley sold for the account of the party on whose hands 
it might be ultimately left by the Court. But when the 
arbitrator attempted to carry out the instructions of the 
Court, he found that the barley had already been sold by the 
order of Lapostolet & Certeux. The Tribunal of Commerce 
then decided that, the report of the expert of Paimpol having 
declared the barley to be of good quality, and no proof being 

iven to the contrary, Gauthier Brothers were to be held to 

ave fulfilled their contract. Pavy & Co. and Lapostolet 
& Co. were condemned to pay to them the stipulated 
price. Pavy & Dunbar had not entered an appearance, & 
piece of neglect which is always dangerous, and were in cone 
sequence condemned to pay to Lapostolet & Certeux the 
price agreed upon with them, or rather the balance between 
that and the amount for which the barley had been sold in 
London. 

Lapostolet paid Gauthier, and imagined, what he called 
une petite ruse de guerre, to indemnify himself against Pavy 
& Dunbar. The latter firm had, pending the suit, been dis- 
solved. Pavy had the winding up of the firm, and continued 
business on his ownaccount. The judgment of the Tribunal 
of Commerce had never been notified to him, and he was in 
utter ignorance of the sentence by default that had con- 
demned him, when Lapostolet & Certeux ordered from him 
a cargo of beans, which was shipped rege The price 
of that cargo Lapostolet did not pay, and when Pavy sued 


him for the amount, Lapostolet pleaded the amount of the 


judgment by default as a set-off pro tanto. Pavy then put 
in opposition to the judgment by default, and the two 
actions were brought up together before the same Court, the 
Tribunal of Commerce of Paris. Inde panen te of the various 
objections which were raised against the set-ofl, Pavy —_ 
that he had refused the eargo of barley because it was bad and 
not in conformity with the sample, and that he could not be 
forced to pay for it. In support of that reag ong Pavy put 
in the declaration of the experts named by his firm and the 
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ent of Lapostolet, according to the instructions given to 

e latter, and likewise the declaration of the warehouseman, 
which had been taken at the request of Lapostolet & Certeux 
themselves. The case wasreferred to the same rapporteur. He, 
at the time of the first trial, had obtained very small knowledge 
of such evidence as Pavy & Dunbar could bring forward to 
justify the refusal of the cargo. He had been swayed mainly 
y the report of the expert at Paimpol, and by the fact of 
Lapostolet having allowed the barley to be sold in London. 
When the case came before him again, he was under the 
impression of the fait accompli of the judgment — 
Japostolet, and the judgment by default against Pavy. 
Entirely forgetting that a quality that ought to have been 
considered satisfactory between Gauthier fréres and Lapos- 
tolet might not be satisfactory according to the agreement 
between the latter and Pavy, the arbitre rapporteur grounded 
his judgment upon the evidence of the op of Paimpol 

roduced in the first case. He set aside the evidence pro- 
Faced by Pavy & Dunbar, because that, in his opinion, and 
according to the ideas imbibed by him from his French prac- 
tice, was not of sufficient weight, and capable cf over-power- 
ing the declaration of the expert of Paimpol. He therefore 
declared against Pavy & Dunbar, and the Tribunal and 
Imperial Court, trusting perhaps too much to his report, 
decided in the same manner. 

Very serious exceptions may be taken against these 
judgments. Independently of the extraordinary idea of 
imparting into one suit evidence given on another 
between other parties, and upon a point which was not 
the point at issue between the latter—namely, the capa- 
bility of the barley of suffering a sea voyage without 
any alteration in the quality thereof—the judgments 
turn upon an error of international law which might 
have the most disturbing and troublesome effect upon the 
commercial relations between foreign nations, a which 
exhibits in strong light one of the peculiarities of the French 
mind. It would seem to most people that concurrent de- 
clarations of persons selected by the parties or their agents 
he e of the quality of the barley, and report upon it, 
and whose capacity and integrity are not impeached, was 
quite as worthy of credit as that of a single individual 
nominated bya tribunal sitting. Not so to the arbitre rap- 
porteur; the official stamp conferred by the nomination 
of the Court is sufficient to raise the credit of the ex- 
perts in his eyes before that of other men. But the 
real vice of the whole proceeding is the total dis- 
regard by the French Court of the evidence produced, 
because it was not of the same- class as that which 
it was usual to collect in France under the same cir- 
cumstances, as if it was possible to obtain in England a 
report upon the goods refused from an expert named by 
the president of a tribunal of commerce, or likely that parties 
who had never thought of their chance of pleading before 
aFrench Court, should ever dream of taking sucha measure. 
But, as may be seen by the present case, circumstances may 
occur to make it compulsory for them to appear before the 
French courts; and, indeed, by the law of France,* a 
French citizen may sue a foreigner before the French courts, 
even ona contract made outof F rance, and the judgment will 
be executed on the property or person of the foreigner, if found 
within the French dominions. It is as well, therefore, to 
keep on the safe side, and a good precaution will be, when 
a bargain is made with French dealers by an English house, 
to name, as a condition of the transaction, a person in Eng- 
land as absolute referee as to the quality of the goods re- 
ceived or sent. 

ALGERNON JONEs. 
Advocate in the Imperial Court of Paris. 


== 


SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting held at the Law Institution, on Tuesday, 
the 13th March instant, Mr. J. Bradford, LL.B., in the 
chair, the following question was discussed :—‘* Where a 
ship is submerged in deep water, with a cargo on board 
which cannot be got out without raising the ship, is the 
cost of raising the ship general average ?"-——Aemp v. Halli- 
day, 34 L. J. Q. B, 238, 18 W. R. 1085. Tho question was 

* Mr, Jones might, had his position as a French advocate not 
restrained him, have fairly added that this but another instance 
of that insolent disregard for the comity of nations which has 
always been characteristic of French jurisprudence.—Ed. S J. 











opened on the affirmative side by Mr. Glynes, and on the 
negative side by Mr. Rooks; and, upon being ultimately 
put by the president, was decided in the affirmative. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

At a meeting of this society, held at Clement’s-inn Hall, 
under the presidency of Mr. Fraser, a vote of thanks to the 
Honourable Society of Clement’s-inn was unanimously carried, 
and a motion ‘‘ That the law preventing bastards from taki 
estates by inheritance is contrary to public policy and shoul 
be altered,” was lost. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Mr. H. Suretp, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 
Monday, March 19. 
The lectures will be resumed in November next. 


LAW CLASSES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Hovnrs oF ATTENDANCE. 
Elementary classes, 4.30 to 5.30 p.m. 
Advanced » 5.30 to 6.30 p.m. 
Mr. E. A. C. ScHALcH on Common Law— 
Monday, March 19, class B, elementary and advanced. 
Friday ” 23 ” A, 2? be) 

Monday, ,, 26 ,, B, 
Mr. M. H. Cookson on Equity— 
Tuesday, March 20, class B, elementary and advanced. 

Mr. A. Barter on Conveyancing— 
Wednesday, March 21, class A, elementary and advanced. 
Thursday a ae Ee a ‘“ 

The classes will be resumed in Novem ber next. 


bed 99 


TRINITY EDUCATIONAL TERM, 1866. 
Table of the days and hours for the delivery of the public 
lecturers by the readers appointed by the Inns of Court, and 
for the attendance of the private classes. 
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Notes.—The educational term commences on the 15th 
April, and ends on the 31st July. The lectures and classes 
will be suspended after Tuesday, the Sth May, and be re- 
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sumed at the appointed days and hours on and after Mon- 
day, the 28th May next. 

The first public lecture of this course will be delivered by 
the reader on the common law, on Monday, the 16th April, 
at 2 p.m. 

The first meeting of each private class will take place on 
the usual morning or evening of meeting after the first public 
lecture on the same subject. 

Students who* have been unable to attend a lecture or 
class of either of the readers, and desire dispensation as a 
qualification for call to the bar, should make application, 
with an explanation of the cause of such absence, in writing, 
to the reader, during the course, or immediately after the 
delivery of the last public lecture of the course; and the 
reader’s report thereon, together with the application, will 
- be forwarded to the Council of Legal Education, who alone 
have the power of granting dispensation. 

The council have resolved that in no case shall students 
be allowed to change from the elementary to the advanced 
courses of lectures and classes, or vice versd, while qualifying 
for call to the bar, or for the examinations on the subjects 
of the lectures. 


TRINITY EDUCATIONAL TERM, 1866. 
Prospectus of the lectures by the Readers appointed by 
the Inns of Court. 
This prospectus only differs from that formerly issued * in 
the following particulars : — 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW AND LEGAL HIsTorRy. 
The public lectures will be from the Restoration to the 
death of Queen Anne. 
Bg private lectures will comprise the time from 1679 to 
713. 
Equity. 
Elementary Course. 
I.—On Relief in Equity against Penalties and For- 
feitures. 
II.—On the Nature of Legal and Equitable Mortgages. 
III.—On Suits for Redemption and Foreclosure. 
Advanced Course. 
I.—On the Jurisdiction in Lunacy. 
II.—On the Jurisdiction over Infants. 
III.—On Bankruptcy. 
IV.—On Equitable Relief in Cases of Accident. 
V.—On Relief against Transactions tainted with Ille- 
gality, as opposed to Public Policy. 


Elementary Private Class—The Equitable Incidents to | 


the Relation of Principal and Surety, and the Principles of 
Equity Pleading. 

Advanced Private Class.—The Rules for Determining the 
Priority of Incumbrances. Conclusion of Course on Plead- 
ing and Evidence in Courts of Equity. 

Tue Law or ReAt Property, &c. 
Advanced Course. 
I.—The Specific Performance of Contracts. 
II.-- The Law of Life Assurance. 
Elementary Course. 
The Proprietary Rights of Husband and Wife. 


_ Advanced Private Class.—The Fines and Recoveries Abo- | 
lition Act, using Lord St. Leonards’ and Mr. Shelford’s edi- | 


tions of the Real Property Statutes as Text-Books. 


JURISPRUDENCE, CIVIL, AND INTERNATIONAL Law. 

1.—The Doctrines of International Law with respect to 
Comunercial Blockade, and the expediency of the 
amendment thereof. 

II.—-The Roman Law relating to Husband and Wife, 
compared with the English and French Law upon 
the same subject. 

II].—The Power of the Father over the Person and Pro- 

ee y of his Child, by the Roman, French, and 
: English Systems of Law respectively. 

Private class.—The Roman Law with respect to Actions, 
Interdicts, and Evidence, calling attention to the English 
Law upon the same heads. 

International Law as before. 


Common Law, 
Elementary Course, 
I.--Proceedings before Committment of the Accused. 


* 10 Sol, Jour. 209, 210. 





II.—Proceedings ag yd for trial—Including the 
stucture of the Bill of Indictment. 

III.—Proceedings at the trial—Whether at the Quarter 
Sessions or at the Assizes. 

In treating of the above subjects the modus probandi will, 
when opportunity offers, be.considered ; also the Rules of 
Evidence ordinarily applied in Criminal Procedure. 

: Advanced Course. 
I.—Our existing Courts of Criminal Jurisdiction— 
Whence they originated—What powers they 
Ossess. 
II.—Rules of Evidence recognsied and Proofs admissible 
in Criminal Courts. 

I1I.—Provisions of the Criminal Law Consolidation and 
Amendment Acts having reference to ordinary 
offences. 

Elementary Private Class.—Paley on Convictions ; Arch- 
bold’s Criminal Pleading (last edition) ; and Roscoe on 
Evidence in Criminal Cases. 

Advanced Private Class.—Blackstone’s Commentaries 
(21st edition) ; Taylor on Evidence (last edition) ; Greave’s 
Criminal Law Consolidation and Amendment Act. 


GENERAL EXAMINATION. 
Trinity TERM, 1866. 

This examination will be held as follows:— 

Candidates must enter their names at the treasurer's office 
of their Inns of Court on or before Wednesday, 9th May, 
stating whether for a studentship or pass. 

The examination by printed questions will be—Thursday, 
17th May, at 9.30 a.m., Constitutional Law and Legal His- 
tory ; 1.30 p.m., Equity. Friday, 18th May, at 9.30 a.m., 
Common Law; 1.30 p.m., the Law of Real Property, &e. 
Saturday, May 19th, at 9.30 a.m., Jurisprudence and Civil 
Law; 1.30 p.m., General Paper. 

In other respects the rules are precisely the same as those 
| previously promulgated. 

The subjects of examination will be Constitional Law and 
Legal History :— 

1. The principal Statutes from the time of King John to 
that of Queen Anne. 

2. The State Trials during the Stuart period (1603—1713). 

3. Hallam’s Middle Ages (chapter 8, part 3). 

4, Hallam’s Constitutional History. 

Equity. 
For all Students. 

Haynes’s Outlines of Equity. 

Smith’s Manual of Equity Jurisprudence. 

Hunter’s Suit in Equity, Part 1. 

For Honours. 

White and Tudor’s Leading Cases, Vol. 1. 

; 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35; 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38; 23 & 24 Vict. 
| c. 145; 25 & 26 Vict. c. 42 ; General Orders of 1st February, 
| 1861, and 5th February, 1861. 

Mitford on Pleadings, Introduction, chap. 1, ss. 1 and 2; 
s. 3 (first six pages); chap. 2, s. 1; s.2, part 1 (the first three 
pages); part 2 (the first two pages); part 3, chap. 3. 

REAL Proverty, &c. 
For all Students. 

1. Joshua Williams on the Law of Real Property. Seventh 

| edition. 

2. 8& 9 Vict. c. 106. 

8. Lewin on Trusts, pp. 1—39. Fourth edition. 

For Honours. 
4, Conditions and Conditional Limitations; Josiah Wn. 
Smith on Real and Personal Property, pp. 57—114. Third 

| edition. 
| 5. Tyrrell’s Case, Dyer, 155a, and the Notes to that Case ; 
| Tudor’s Leading Cases in Conveyancing, pp. 274—304. 
| Second edition. 





JURISPRUDENCE, &c. 
For all Studen{g. 

1. Justinian’s Institutes, Book III., with the notes of 
Sandars or Ortolan. 

2, Wheaton’s International Law. Part II., chap. 2. 
a Austin’s Province of Jurisprudence defined. Lecture 

For Honours. 

4. Mackeldeii—Systema Juris Romani—Pars Specialis- - 

Lib. IL, § 352 —416. 
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5. Code Napoléon, Art. 1582—1701 ; Dela Vente. Code 
Napoléon, Art. 1708—1831; Du Contrat de Louage. Code 
Napoléon, Art. 1832—1873 ; Du Contrat de Societé. Code 
de Commerce, Art. 18—64; Des Societés. 


Common Law. 
For all Students. 

1. The Ordinary Proceedings and Course of Pleading in 
an Action. 

2. Smith’s Lectures on Contracts (last edition), Leetures 
1,—V. inclusive. 

3. The Law of Torts, as set forth in Broom’s Com- 
mentaries on Common Law (third edition), Book III., chaps. 
1 and 2. 

4, The Law of Simple rg False Pretences, and 
Homicide, including the proofs adducible on a trial for any 
of the above offences, as stated in Archbold’s Cr. Plead. 
(last edition). 

For Honours. 

5. The Pleading Rules of 1853, Nos. 6—8 inclusive, 10, 
12, 14—17, inclusive, 19 and 20. 

6. Taylor on Evidence (last edition), Part I., chap. 3. 
Part II., chap. 3. 

7. Broom’s Legal Maxims, fourth edition, chap. 6. 

8. Larceny Act, 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, ss. 3, 5, 6, 54 and 
58; Larceny Act, 24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, ss. 4, 6, 7, 9, 10, 
and 15, with the notes thereto appended in Mr. Greaves’s 
edition. 








COURT PAPERS. 


COURT FOR DIVORCE AND MATRIMONIAL CAUSES. 
The Judge-Ordinary has appointed the following days for 
additional sittings of her Majesty’s Court for Divorce and 
Matrimonial Causes:— 
Summonses and motions. 
Tuesday, March 20. 
Causes before the Court without a jury. 
Wednesday Mar, 21 | Friday 
Thursday », 22 | Saturday 


REGULA GENERALIS AS TO STAMPS. 
Whereas by the Act 27 & 28 Vict. c. 45, s. 2, itis provided 
that the Treasury, with the concurrence of the Lords Chief 
Justices and the Lord Chief Baron, may make rules for 
Tegulating the use of these stamps under this Act. And 
whereas an order was made in pursuance of the said Act on 
the 16th December, 1865. And whereas it is expedient to 
alter the said order. Now it is hereby ordered and directed 
that all stamps directed by the said order to be cancelled, 
may be so cancelled by writing thereon the initial letters of 
the name of the person by whom the same is so directed to 
be cancelled, ial the date of such cancellation, or in the 
manner directed by the said order. 
(Signed. ) RUSSELL. 
W. P. ADAM. 
A. E. CockBurn. 
W. ERLE. 
FREDERICK POLLOCK. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quorartion, March 15, 1866, 
[From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


Spe Cent, Consols, 87} Annuities, April, ’85 

tto for Account, Ap, 5— Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 — 

3 per Cent. Reduced, 854 Ex Bills, £1000, 3 per Ct. — dis 
New 3 per Cent., 85 Ditto, £500, Do, — par 

Do, 34 per Cent., Jan, "94 — Ditto, £100 & £200, Do. — dis 

Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 94 — Bank of England Stock, 54 per 
Do. & per Cent., Jan. ’73 — Ct. (last half-year) 

Annuities, Jan, ’°80 — Ditto for Account, — 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
India Stock, 10} p Ct. Apr.’74 208 | Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan, 72 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto, 54 per Cont., May, ’79 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’70, 1028 | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 


ril, 64 — 
r Cent., Oct. 88 Do. Do., 5 per Cont., Aug. ’66, — 
tto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct.,£1000, — pm 
Ppr., 4 per Cent. — 


Ditto, ditto, under £1000, — pm 








RAILWAY STOCK. 
Railways. 


Stock | Bristol and Exeter ...... deesescccncuetedsosseses 

Stock Caledonian 

Stock | Glasgow and South-Western 

Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .... 

k|  Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 

Stock ' Great Northern 

Stock| Do., A Stock* 1 

Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland 

Stock | Great Western— Original I 
Do., West Midland—Oxford... 


Stock | _ Do., 
Stock’| Lancashire and Yorkshire ... 
| London and Blackwall 
London, Brighton, and South Coast 
| London, Chatham, and Dover. 
| London and North-Western 
London and South-Western 
| Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 


Do., New... 
Midland 
| Do., Birmingham and Derby 
North British ... 
North London 
Do., 1864 
North Staffordshire 
Scottish Central 
BOWER DO VOT cccace.: ccecescreccecesseccesesieseces 
South-Eastern 
Taff Vale 





Shares. 





















































* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


Money MarkeT AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

Better times than we have recently experienced have set in, as 
we predicted in our last; and the bank directors have treated us 
to a 6 instead of a7 per cent. rate of discount. This gracious- 
ness on the part of directors is all the more pleasing, as, indeed, 
it has been a sort of surprise on most of the community. So far 
as we can form an opinion on the matter it has been warranted 
by the general course of monetary events as well as by the state 
of the banking accounts ; and is, therefore, likely to be permanent 
or rather to lead to rates even slightly lower. A return to a 2 or 
3 per cent. rate is however not to be though of for some time, 
owing to the great extension of joint-stock enterprise under the 
Companies Act of 1862, as well as to the great increase of our 
trade with America. It was announced on Thursday that the 
Bank of Holland had lowered its rate from 6 to 4} per cent.; but 
the rumour that the Bank of France had likewise reduced its 
rate was without any foundation. Easier times, however, are 
intimated on all sides. The last Bank return is favourable; the 

rivate securities have decreased £252,733; and the stock of bullion 
as augmented to the extent of £277,114. 

The demand at the bank for money increased after the reduc- 
tion of the rate; there was considerable activity also in the open 
market, and the price for first-class bills was the official mini- 
mum. The joint stock banks did not make advances, except at 
5§ per cent. Bills have been held back in anticipation of a re- 
duction in the rate of discount ; it is, therefore, likely that there 
will be much activity in discount transactions for two or three 
days at least. 

The market for stocks and shares has been favourably affected 
by the reduced rate of discount. This was the case not so much 
in Consols and foreign securities as in the railway and miscel- 
laneous departments ; in these quotations advanced equal to 10s. 
to £1 per share. These variations show clearly what some 
insist on denying, that joint-stock speculation and the rate of 
discount are mutually dependent on euch other. 

The discount establishments have lowered their terms for de- 
posits to 44 per cent. for money at call, 5 per cent. at seven days, 
and 5} per cent. at fourteen days’ notice. 

The suspension of the old established private bankers, Messrs. 
Pigot, Bainbridge & Co., of St. Paul's Churchyard, has been 
just announced. This event has been for some time past a) 

ended, as the firm was considered to be declining. The liabilities 
are said to be about £200,000, while the dividend is not expected 
to be considerable. We think, however, that the position of this 
firm will not be found to be quite so bad as is apprehended. 

At a general court of the Bank of England, held on Thursday, 
the net profits of the half-year were found to be £769,4 
making the amount of rest £3,775,7%, after providing for a 
dividend of £5 5s. per cent., the rest would be $3,011,761. It 
was a to allow interest on deposits, but the resolution was 
withdrawn. This matter has for a considerable time t 
been mooted, but it would evoke the most bitter hostility 
from the joint stock banks, whose custom it would threaten 
greatly to diminish, if not to annihilate. The joint stock banks 
would doubtless seek to prohibit the proposed measure by legis- 
lation, inasmuch as the Bank of England was the creation of 
successive statutory monopolies, and that it ought not now be 
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allowed to enter into competition with establishments | for loss on the sale of Government Stock. In the earlier years of 


who enjoy only fair play and no favour. There is much 
sense in this argument. Railway companies, for instance, 
are prevented by a standing order from running steamers, 
without a special clause in their Act to that effect. If there 
was no such standing order, railway companies would run trains 
to suit their own traffic, and even run steamers at a loss for 
years in order to annihilate private competition. The Bank of 
England, in like manner, would be very likely to swamp minor 
concerns on account of its greater security, if it allowed any 
considerable per centage on deposits. 

At the Stock Exchange the p se for money has been active, 
and short loans fetched 6 per cent. ‘ 





Law Union Fire ann Lire Instrance Company. 


The ordinary general meeting of the proprietors of this com- 

y was held on Thursday at the chief office, 126, Chancery- 

ans, Mr. James Cuddon, in the unavoidable absence of Sir 

bin Foster, Bart., the chairman of the company, in the 
chair. 

The secretary read the notice convening the meeting, and the 
report, of which the following is a summary, was taken as 
read :— 

“During fourteen months ending on the 30th November, 1865, 
the following amount of new business was offered, namely—In 
the fire department, 10,817 proposals for insuring £3,498,081; 
and in the life department, 367 proposals for insuring £280,995. 
Of the above-mentioned proposals there were completed up to 
the 30th November last, in the fire department, 10,425 policies, 
insuring £3,213,941, and yielding premiums to the amount of 
£10,581 Os. 3d. In the life department, 297 policies were issued, 
insuring £222,105; the new premiums whereon amount to 
£8,067 5s. 8d. These figures present a considerable increase of 
new business in each department. Thirteen annuities have been 
granted, upon which the purchase money amounted to 
£13,958 13s. 1ld. The total number of life policies in force on 
the 30th November last was 1,904, insuring £1,076,666. A 
reference to the balance sheet will show that the receipts of the 
company from premiums, interest, &c. (but exclusive of duty), 
for the fourteen months ending on the 30th November last, 
amounted to £84,560 8s. 7d. In the fire department the balance 
reserved on the 30th September, 1864, on the premium account, 
according to the deed of settlement, and for current risk, was 
£7,681 1s. 8d., and after deducting therefrom the sum of £1,000 
(the amount of the bonus declared at the last annual general 
meeting), the net balance was £6,681 1s. 8d., which is now in- 
creased to the sum of £8,904. The directors recommend the 
payment of £1,000 by way of bonus, being at the rate of two per 
cent. for the pe upon the capital. This is in addition to the 
fixed dividend and bonus of six per cent. declared in 1864 for the 
succeeding five years, thus making the total dividend and bonus 
eight per cent. for the year ending 31st March, 1866, and the 
res:rve in the fire department will then be £7,904.” 

The CHAtrMAN said, the first item to which he would call at- 
tention was £8,537 9s. 9d., for interest on loans and investments. 
That sum bore interest equal to about 4} per cent. on the total 
amount of the funds of the company availabte for investment. 
In the previous year the interest was only at the rate of 4} per 
cent., showing some improvement. There was a sum of 
£10,627 10s. 9d. for new fire premiums. The accounts extended 
over a period of fourteen months ; consequently £9,000 would 
be, in reality, the amount for the year. st year the sum re- 
ceived for new premiums on fire business was £5,500, showing a 
very satisfactory increase. The losses had been rather heavy, 
they had amounted to fifty-nine per cent. of the premiums re- 

eceived ; but they had been more fortunate than many other 
offices. |The largest company in England had paid losses to the 
extent of eighty-five per cent. on premiums during the past year. 
The new premiums in resj-ct of life policies during the last four- 
teen months amounted ‘£8,067 5s. ad, that would make it about 
£7,000 for the year, which was an increase of £1,000 on the same 
business during the previousycar. There had been twenty-seven 
deaths amongst the assured. The average amount of claims on 
those policies was about £340, whereas the average sum insured 
in the office was £750. The next item was £4,450 18s. 7d., for 
re-insurances ih the life department. That might, at first sight 
appear large, but the outlay arose from the prudential care 
which the directors thought it right to adopt. They, at pre- 
sent, only —_ £3,000 on any single life, but the time might 
soon arrive when they might be a little more venturesome and the 
income of the office would justify it if they followed the example 
of other companies. There is an item in the accounts for 
agency extension expenses. It is necessary to have an efficient 
staff of agents, but this outlay might be compared to the outlay 
in a vineyard or orchard as to which time alone would bring the 
expected fruit. During the past year they had appointed 130 new 
agents, principally solicitors. There was an item of £13,958 
received in aaene annuities. During the past year several large 
annuities had fallen in, so that the prospects of that department of 
the’ business were encouraging. The general expenses amounted to 
£5,642, and, considering they were a fire as well as a life office, 
that sum was not large. There was an item of £915 15s, 11d. 





the offices, when the receipts for current premiums were com- 
paratively small, it was necessary to keep a large sum of money 
available to meet losses; but now that the yearly premiums 
were far more than sufficient for that purpose the directors con- 
sidered it advantageous to lessen the amount of investments, 
some good securities having been offered, accompanied by valuable 
insurance policies, and that loss had been incurred upon the sale 
ef the stock. They had still, however, £10,000 worth of stock, 
which they considered quite sufficient. Then there was an item 
of £23,593 14s. 10d. in respect of money invested in the pur- 
chase of reversions. During the past year there had been valu- 
able o portunities for purchasing reversions on very good terms, 
and this had been done. Some of them had already fallen in, 
and produced a considerable profit. It had been necessary to 
add to the offices, and an opportunity had presented itself for 
obtaining ground in the rear. There was another item of 
£4,749 11s. 5d. balance of accounts with other offices due to the 
company. That item related simply to fire business. The final 
balance for the whole year was £36,016 9s. 9d., which, he trusted, 
every one would consider highly atinipeee? and encouraging, 
Next year the shareholders would be entitled to a bonus on the 
fire department, but of course he could not venture to form any 
opinion as to what that bonus would be in amount. The 
directors proposed to declare a dividend at the same rate as that 
of last year, which they thought a handsome one. Some share- 
holders had expressed a wish that the dividends in future should 
be paid half-yearly, and the directors saw no objection to that. 
He concluded by moving the adoption of the report and accounts, 

Mr. Tuomas Hvuaues, M.P., seconded the motion, and con- 
gratulated the shareholders on the extremely favourable prospects 
of the company as disclosed in the report. 

Mr. GoreELL said he represented a large body of shareholders 
in Norfolk, who were not satisfied with the present dividend, and 
who considered the profit would enable the payment of a larger 
one. He had great faith in the directors, but he thought they 
were rather too cautious; and that they could have declared a 
ten per cent. dividend, instead of one at the rate of eight per cent. 
Their capital ought to realise five per cent., so that they only get 
three per cent. for the business which they transacted. e 
should like to have some explanation with reference to the in- 
crease in the amount paid for salaries, and the house and mis- 
cellaneous expenses. 

A ProprRIzTor inquired what sum had been expended on the 
new property, and whether it was freehold or leasehold. 

The CHAIRMAN replied it was leasehold with about eighty 
years torun. The expense of building the new premises might 
possibly be about £2,500. The directors would be quite delighted 
to accommodate their Norwich friends, and give them 10 per 
cent. if possible; but they could not declare a greater dividend 
than the profits warranted. The surplus of profit in the fire de- 
partment was £2,000, and they had considered it necessary to take 
part of that to add to current risks. The fund set apart for 
current risks was not more than £8,000. If the item paid 
for fires had not been so large, they would have had a greater 
sum to divide. "With regard to the increase in salaries he might 
explain that during the last two or three years a great addition 
had been made to the number of clerks. A business of 4,000 or 
5,000 policies in a year could not be done with the same number 
of clerks as 1,000. Not only so, but as the clerks in the office 
had more experience, they were fairly entitled to some further 
remuneration. The house expenses had been increased by some 
details which the honourable proprietor might learn by calling 
at the office and examining the books. : 

Mr. GrorcE Burcess said the annual increase of salaries 
was £168, and if they took into consideration the increase of 
business they would find that was not too large a sum. 

Mr. E. J. MILLIKEN expressed a hope that the business of the 
company would be so greatly enhanced as to render it necessary 
to increase the amount paid for salaries still further. He quite 
concurred in what the chairman had stated and called attention 
to the fact that the various joint-stock banks in London were 
increasing the salaries of their officers. 

Mr. Erasmus Wiison said the income of the company 
might be increased by their friends in Norfolk if each woul 
send to the office two or three proposals for lives during the year, 
and as many proposals as possible for fire insurance. 

The resolution for the adoption of the report and the accounts 
was carried unanimously. 

Mr. J. J. Jounson (Johnson & Master) moved, and Mr. 
Shultz seconded, a motion for the payment of a dividend as re- 
commended in the report of the directors, which was carried nem. 


dis. 

Mr. G. M. Gray (Gray & Mounsey) moved, and Mr. F. T. 
Cuppon seconded, the re-election of the retiring directors, which 
motion was unanimously carried. 

Mr. E. B. Hooke moved, and Mr. Ricwarp WILLET ROBERTS 
seconded, a motion to the effect that the remuneration of the 
directors be £1,350 for the past fourteen months, being at the 
rate of £1,250 per annum. 

The resolution passed unanimously. 

Mr. GroGugGAN moved, and Mr. DoyiE seconded a motion 
to the effect that the sum paid to the auditors for their services 
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during the past year be fifty guineas, which motion passed un- 
animously. 

Mr. Doytz, in highly complimentary terms, moved a cordial 
yote of thanks to the secretary. 

Mr. GEOGHEGAN seconded the motion, which was unanimously 
carried. 

The SecRETARY acknowledged the vote, stated that he had 
always felt a deep interest in the company and earnestly desired 
to see it rank amongst the first of the kindred institutions of the 


day. 

Nr. TuHomAs Hucuegs, M.P., preposed, and Mr. J. Rose 
seconded, a vote of thanks to the chairman and board of directors, 
which was unanimously carried, and gracefully acknowleged by 
the chairman. 

Eavity anp Law Lire AsstRANCE SOCIETY. 

The annual general meeting of this society was held on the 
6th inst., at the Society’s House, No. 18, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Report of the directors.—The directors have again the pleasure 
of stating that the new business of the past year has exceeded 
that of any former year. The number of the policies issued was 
204, insuring capital sums of £325,306, and one reversionary 
annuity of £400; and the new premiums received thereon were 
£10,850 6s. 1d. It will be seen that the business continues of 
the same high character as formerly ; the average sum assured 
being £1,602. 

The total premium income was £77,316, and the interest on in- 
vestments £21,083. There is also included in the income an ex- 
ceptional profit of £19,819, realised by the falling in of two 
reversions— the total income being thus raised to £118,823. 

The number of policies in force on 3lst December last was 
1,858, insuring £2,373,983. 

The claims of the year have for the first time in the society's 
history, reached the amount which might have been expected ac- 
cording to the tables of mortality applicable to life insurance 
transactions. Twenty-five deaths have occurred, and claims 
have arisen under thirty-two policies, to the extent of £40,159 4s. 
Fourteen of these policies, insuring £10,825, were effected on the 
participating scale of premiums, and reversionary bonuses of 
£1,963 10s. were added to the sums assured. The sum of £7,250 
was received from other offices under reassurance policies, reducing 
the net payments under this head to £33,909 4s. 

It will be in the recollection of the proprietors that the fourth 
division of profits was made last year. After making an ample 
provison for all the liabilities, so as rather to strengthen the 
position of the society than to increase the present divisible sur- 
plus, it was found that the sum of £69,957 could properly be 

ivided between the shareholders and the assured. Nine-tenths 
of this amount—£62,961—were allotted to the assured, and the 
reversionary bonuses which this sum produced amounted to 
£112,000. A considerable proportion, however, of these bonuses 
have been commuted for a cash payment, or for a reduction of 
the premiums. In this way the sum of £7,717 9s. 7d. was paid 
to the assured in cash, and reductions of the annual premiums 
have been made to the extent of £1,226 16s. 

Notwithstanding these reductions, and the compartively heavy 
amount of the claims, which would in the ordinary course have 
reduced the year’s addition to the funds below the average of 
recent years, the income has exceeded the expenditure by 
£51,457, which is a larger sum than has ever previously been 
carried over. It will be observed that the large profit on rever- 
sions already mentioned has materially contributed to this result, 

The directors in the carly part of last year made a further in- 
crease in the amount of risk retained upon a single life, which 
now stands at £7,500. The success of this step has been so 
decided as fully to justify it, and to encourage still further 
progress in the same direction from time to time. Up to the 
present time there have been insurances effected or increased in 
respect of twenty-three lives, upon which the society retains at 
its own risk £7,000 or £7,500. 

The directors have also, during the past year, resumed the grant 
of immediate annuities, which was discontinued several years 
go, in consequence of the difficulty then experienced of finding 
suitable investments for the funds of the society. At the present 
time, and for some years past, the directors have found them- 
selves in a position to em i advantageously the whole of their 
available fund, and are of opinion that the same would still be 
the case with increased funds. 











ABRAHAM Lincotn As A Lawyer.—The Hon. W. H. 
Herndon, who was Mr. Lincoln’s law partner for twenty years, 
in the course of a recent lecture, said that Mr. Lincoln was a 
bed conscientious lawyer, and fre uently advised his clients to 
make concessions which would avoid litigation, though he might 
havo thereby profited. He had not the sharpness of mind 
Hecessary to constitute “a good nisi pris lawyer,’ and had 
been frequently sent out of court “ because, figuratively speaking, 
an ‘i’ was not dotted or a ‘t’ crossed;’’” but he was a terrible man 
for a witness trying to produce a false impression, in which 
situation he (the lecutrer) had seen the witness on thestand 

pale and tremble, great drops of sweat bestudding his face. 
He quoted Mr. Lincoln as having made the following remark 








about general reading:—“ I cannot read generally. I never read 
text-books, for I have no particular motive to drive me to it. AsI 
am constituted, I don’t love to read; and as I do not, I feel no in- 
terest in what is read—nor can I remember such reading. When I 
have a particular case in hand I have that motive, and desire to 
ferret out the questions to the bottom, love to dig them up by the 
roots, and hold them up and dry them before the fires of the 
mind. I know that general reading ‘broadens the mind, makes 
it universal, but it never makes a precise, deep, clear mind. 
The study of particular cases has that tendency, as I understand 
it. General reading has its advantages and disadvantages, and 
the same may be said of special case readings.” 


THE ExcHEQqveR Reports.—The part of Messrs. Hurl- 
ston & Coltman (which has just been published), contains 
the following announcement :—The pron part of the con- 
tinuation of the regular series of reports in the Court of 
Common Pleas by Messrs. Harrison & Rutherford will shortly 
be published. The judges of that court while declining to take 
part with any set of reports exclusively, have expressed their 
approbation of Messrs. Harrison & Rutherford as reporters, and 
have kindly promised to give them the usual facilities for ob- 
taining the written judgments and papers essential for correctly 
reporting cases. 

Mr. Jacob Jones, barrister, has just issued “ A Century of 
Sonnets,” of considerable merit, many of which have appeared at 


- various times in the Times, Metropolitan Magazine, Chambers’s 


Journal, Oxford Chronicle, &e. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
March 7.—By Messrs. Green & Son. 

Leasehold business premises, being No. 37, Eastcheap; term, about 
15 years unexpired, at £74 15s. per annam—Sold for £610. 

March 8.—By Messrs. C. C. & T. Moors. 

Leasehold,5 houses. being Nos. 24, 25, 26, 29, and 30, Green-street, 
Jubilee-street, Mile-end, producing £110 per annum; term, 26 
years unexpired, at £40 per annum—Sold for £510. 

Freehold plot of ground with buildings thereon, being in Hertford- 
place, Globe-road, Mile-end—Sold for £495. 

Freehold, 3 houses, being Nos. 16 to 18, King-strect, Cambridge-road, 
Mile end, producing £65 4s. per annum—‘old for £905. 

Freehold, 2 plots of building ground, situate in the Grange-park- 
road, Low Leyton—Sold for £130. 

Leasehold, 2 houses, being Nos. 17 and 18, Smith-street, Jubilee- 
Street, Mile end, producing £58 per annum ; term, 48 years ; ground- 
rent £5 per annum; 2 houses, Nos, 12 and 13, Charles-street, Com- 
mercial-road ; let at £43 4s. per annum; term, 27 years; ground. 
rent £8 per annum; a house, No 7, York-street, Commercial-road ; 
let at £20 per annu::; term, 21 years; ground-rent £3 10s. per 
annum; and a house, No. 30, Essex-street, Commercial-road ; let 
at £18 4s. per annum; term, 21 years; ground-rent £1 18s. per 
annum -~ Sold for £1,040, 

March §.—By Messrs. Kemp. 

Leasehold, 2 residences, being Nos. I4 te 16, Huntingdon-street 
Caiedonian-road ; term,97 years from 1852, at £15 per annum—Sold 
for £430. ] 

Leasehold,'3 houses, being Nos. 13 to 15, Longford-street, Regent’s- 
park, and cow-house and premises in the rear, producing £109 5s. 
annum ; term, 99 years from 1815, at £28 per annum-—Sold for 

910. 

Leasehold, improved ground-rent of £13 10s. per annum (for 57 years), 

arising from Nos. 3 and 4, Munster-street, Regent’s-park—Sold for 
22 


20. 

Leasehold, improved ground-rents, amounting to £38 15s. per annum 
(for 56 years) arising from houses in Munster-square, Munster- 
street, and Little Albany-street, Regent’s-park—Sold for £650. 

Freehold house and shop, being No. 156, New-cross-road; let at £25 
per annum—Sold for £400. 

Leasehold, 5 messuages and shops, being Nos. 160, 162, 164, 166, and 
168, New-cross-road, and 3 cottages in Mason-street, adjoining, 
producing £140 per annum ; term, } years unexpired, at £41 per 
annum—Sold for £1,210. 

Leasehold, 3 messuages and shops, being Nos, 150, 152, and 154, New- 
cross-road, producing £71 per annum; term, 624 years unexpired, 
at £15 per annum—Sold for £690. 

March 12.—By W. G. Gray. 

Leasehold, 17 houses and shops, being Nos. 6 to 8, Charlotte-place, 
and | to 9, and 38 and 39, Buxton-street, Mile-end New-town, pro- 
ducing £459 per annum ; term, 99 years from 1843 at £226 per an- 
num—Sold for £1,150, 

Leasehold property, comprising the New Market House, and a part 
of the Old Market House, Newport Market, Soho, with vaults and 
cellarage, and the tolls of the market, producing £407 per annum; 
term, 27 years unexpired, at £209 per annum—Sold for £1,700. 


March 14.—By Messrs, Epwirn Fox & Bovsrtsnp. 


Freehold property, known as the Stanhope Estate, comprising about 
18 acres ofiand, ith two residences thereon, situate at Wimbledon 
—Sold for £10,000. 


Leasehold premises, being Nos. 98, Lower Thames-street, and 2, St. 
Mary-at-Hill, of the value of £500 per annum ; term, 60 years un- 
expired, at £200 per annum—Sold for £3,400, 

Freehold house, with shop, being No, 149, Royal Mint-street, St, 
Katharine’s Dock, of the value of £60 per annum-—Sold for £1,200, 

Leasehold residence, known as Brackley House, Brackley-read, 
Beckenham, of the value of £100 per annum ; term, 99 years from 
1964, at £17 per annum—Sold for £500. 
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AT THE LONDON TAVERN. 
March 9.—By Mr. Frank Lewis. 

Leasehold, 2 houses, being Nos. 50 and 51, Hunter-street, Brunswick- 
square, producing £150 per annum; term, 98} years from 1802, at 
£42 per annum—Sold for £950. 

Leasehold stable and premises, being No. 7, Hunter-mews; let at £20 
4 annum ; term, 99 years from 1802,at £4 per annum—Sold for 

Leasehold. 2 houses, being No. 46, Howland-street, and 59a, John- 
street, Fitzroy-square ; let on lease at £68 5s. per annum ; term, 99 
years from 1781, at £6 per annum—Soid for £390. 

Leasehold house, being No. 28, Gower-place, Euston-square ; let at 
aah annum; term, 82 years from 1825,at £5 per annum—Sold 

r £530. 

Leasehold house, being No. 8, Wyndham-place, Bryanstone-square ; 
let at £45 per annum; term, 95} years from 1809, at £12 9s. per 
annum—Sold for £375. 

Leasehold, 6 houses, being Nos. 4 to 9, Short-street, Edgware-road ; 
let on lease at £54 per annum; term, 96 years from 1825, at £10 
per annum—Sold for £600. 

March 13.—By Messrs. DesennaM, Tewson, & Farmer, 

Leasehold premises, being No. 3, Queen-street-place, City ; term, 8 
years unexpired, at £180 per annum, and underlet till Lady-day, 
1867, at £300 per annum—Sold for £1,450. 

Leasehold premises, being No. 32, Poultry, producing £449 per 
= term, 21 years from 1856,at £180 per annum-—Sold for 

760. 





AT THE MASONS’ HALL TAVERN. 
March 7.—By Mr. G. A. Brown. 
reehold house, being No. 1, Sydney-street, Well-street, Poplar ; let 
at £18 per annum—Sold for £210. 

Leasehold improved rent of £20 per annum, arising from The Prince 
Alfred beer-house, situate at the corner of Tapp-street, Bethnal- 
green ; let at £23 per annum; term, 89 years from 1813, at £3 per 
annum—Sold for £250. 

Leasehold shop, being No. 26, Wellington-street, Bethnal-green-road ; 
and two houses, being Nos. 14and 15, Nottingham-street, Water- 
loo-town, producing £57 8s. per annum; term, 62} years from 
1846, at £24 per annum—Sold for £250. 

Freehold, 2 houses, being Nos. 13 and 14, Sydney-street, Green-street, 
Bethnal-green, producing £33 12s. per annum—Sold for £550. 

Freehold, 2 plots of building land in Brookfield-road, South Hackney 
—Sold for £160. 





Leasehold, 2 houses, being Nos. 14 and 15, Sydney-street. Poplar New- | 


town, producing £45 10s. per annum 
£3 5s. per annum—Sold for £270. 
March 12.—By Messrs. Bromiey, Son, & Keipay. 
Freehold, 4 residences, known as Oakley-villas, Prince’s-road, Buck- 
hurst-hill, and a piece of landin the rear, of about half an acre, 
producing £84 per annum —Sold for £1,160. 


; term, 97 years from 1865, at 


Freehold house, being No.8, Gun-lane, Limehouse; let at £18 per : 


anunum—Sold for £175. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 


BRISTOWE —On March 10, at Herne-hill, the wife of Wm. Bristowe, 
Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 


CLARK—On March 10, at Addison-gardens, South Kensington, the | 


wife of A. Clark, Esq., Solicitor, ofa son. 


LEIVERS—On March 11, at Waltersville-road, Upper Hornsey-rise, 


the wife of W. Leivers, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, ofa son. 

SMALE—On March 12, at Chalcot-terrace, Regent’s-park-road, the 
wife of J. J. Smale, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

SPYER—On March 7, at Belsize-park, the wife of S. Spyer, Esq., 
Solicitor, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

COLLINSON—BURMESTER—On March 6, at the Parish Church, 
Clapham, Surrey, H. Collinson, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Middle 
Temple, to Charlotta, daughter of the late E. Burmester, Esq., 
Springwell, Clapham-common. 

ERSKINE—BUCHANAN—On Jan. 17, at Cleland, near Pietermaritz- 
burg, 8. T. Erskine, son of Major the Hon. D. Erskine, Colonial 
Secretary, Natal, and grandson of the late Lord Erskine, to Jessie 
§., daughter of D. D. Buchanan, Esq., Member of the Legislative 
Council, and Advocate of the Supreme Court of Natal. 

TURNER—HODGKINSON—On March 8, at St. Andrew's Cathedral, 
Wells, C. A. Turner, Exq., LA, Fellow of Exeter College, Oxford, 
and one of the Judges of the High Court for the North-West 
Provinces of India, to Emily A., daughter of W. S. Hodgkinson, 
Eaqy., Wookey Hole, Somerset. 

WOOD—KADIGAR—On Jan. 23, at St. John the Evangelist, Montreal, 
Canada East, William, son of the late W. Wood, Esq., Seale Lodge, 
Surrey, to Arnie §.,danghter of the late N. Radigar, Esq., of the 
Inner Temple. 

DEATHS, 


NEWTON— On Feb. 28, Charles Newton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 
Middle Temple, aged 4. 

STAKK-—On March 11, at Lorn-terrace, Mildmay-park, Morgaret, the 
wife of A. Stark, Exq., Solicitor, 

WYETT—On March 4, at New Ormond-street, J, Wyett, Eeq., Soli- 
citer, 





ONCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


Ad. 


The amount of Stock heretofore wh g in the following Names will 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months: ~ 
Canren, Joun, Laq., High Wycombe, bucks, and Tuomas Stowe, Esq,. 

ker, Thame, Oxrord, One Vividend on the sum of £1,481 6s, 2d, 
Coma\idated £4 per Cont Annuitien--Claimed by Edward Stone, 
George Wakeman, and Zacharias Daniel Hant, executors of T. 
Sone, the sarvivor. 





CuarkE, Jonny, Esq., Sandridge, Herts, deceased, One Dividend on 
the sum of £ 60 per annum Long Annuities—Claimed by B. Cotton, 
Esq., the acting executor. 

Grose, OnsLow, Esq., Wandsworth. £25 New £3 per Cent. Annuities 
—Claimed by R. O. Bridge, Esq., the administrator. 

Hatt, Mary Ann, Union-street, Bishopsgate, Widow. £50 Consoli- 
dated £3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by M. A. Hall. 

Hareison. Hensy Prac, Esq., Cromer, Norfolk, deceased, £57 7s. 6d, 
Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by E. Harrison, 
widow, the administratrix. 

Trrrcony, Joun, Jun., Mill-row, Kingsland-road, Weaver. Four 
Dividends on the sum of £600 Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities 
—Claimed by E, A. Knight, wife of J. Knight, administrator de 
bonis non of J. Tipcony, deceased, 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


UMinding-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 

Faipay, March 9, 1866. 

LimITED IN CHANCERY, 
Joint Stock Discount Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 
resented March 7, directed to be heard before the Master of the 
Rolls on March 17. John Ball, 3, Moorgate-st, provisionally offi. 
cial liquidator. Tilleard & Co, Old Jewry, Solicitors for the peti- 

tioners. 

Humber Iron Works and Ship Building Compauy (Limited).—Petition 
for winding up, presented March 7, directed to be heard before the 
Master of the Rolls on March 17. Few & Co, Henrietta-st, Covent. 


arden. 

United Warehouse Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 
presented March 3, directed to be heard before the Master of the 
Rolls on March 17. Tayloe, Laurence Pountney-hill, Cannon.st, 
solicitor for the petitioners. a 

Peninsular, West Indian, and Southern Bank (Limited).—Order made 
by Vice-Chancellor Wood, dated March 3, that the voluntary wind. 
ing up of this company be continued. Ryan, Lincoln’s-inn- fizlds, 
solicitor for the petitioner. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Era Assurance Society.—Vice-Chancellor Wood will,on March 27 at 
3, at his chambers, proceed to make a call on the contributories, 
and the said judge purposes that such call shall be for £1 15s. per 
share. 

Tuespay, March 13, 1866. 
LiMiTED IN CHANCERY. 

Burnham Tidal Harbour Company (Limited).—Order made by the 
Master of the Rolls, dated March 3, that this company be wound up, 
Hobbs & Seal, Serjeants’-inn, Fleet-st, solicitors for the petitioners. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, March 9, 1866, 
Isle of Thanet Endeavour Friendly Society, Six Bells Inn, Margate, 
Kent. March 5. 
Britannia Lodge of the Grand United Order of Odd Fellows, Odd 
Fellows Hall, St. Ann’s-st, Liverpool. March 6. 


Crevitors under Estates tn Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farpay, March 9, 1866, 


Austen, Eliz, Tarrant Keynstor, Dorset, Widow. April 6. Austenr 
Farquharson, V. C. Kindersley. 


' Call, Sr Wm Berkeley, Whiteford, Cornwall, Bart. March 28. Callr 


| Crosland, Robt, Bradford, 





Reshleigh, V. C. Kindersley. 
ork, Ironfounder. April 9, Crosland¢ 

Crosland, M. R. . : 

a ny Gt Crosby, Lancaster, Widow. April 6. Barrow » 
Tyrer, M. R. 

Marthington, Saml, Birm, Stone Merchant. April 5. Bower v Jeffries, 
V. C. Kindersley. 

Morland, Cordelia, Queen’s-ter, Hammersith, Spinster. April 9% 
V.C. Stuart. 

Morris, John, Aston-st, Limehouse,Gent. March 28. Honeycombet 
Morris, V. C. Wood. 

Peck, John, Hayton, Nottingham, Farmer. March 23, Smith v Peck, 


M.R. 
Peck, Wm, Gate Burton, Lincoln, Farmer. March 23. Smith o Peck 
M. I 


Taynton, Wm, West Ham, Essex, Licensed Victualler. April 4. 
‘aynton v Pyke, M. R. é . 
Tunmer, Geo, Ipswich, Suffolk, Clothier. April 3. Tanmer » Tanmer, 
V. C. Kindersley. 


Sreditors under 22 & 23 Wict. cap, 35. 
Last Day of Clam. 

Fripay, March 9, 1866. 
Adamson, Robt, Deptford, Durham, Shipowner. May 1. Kidson, 

Bishopwearmouth. : 
Agace, Joseph, Bridge-street, Southwark, Blind Maker. April 30, 

Lever & Son, ford-row. 

Beddoe, Cleobury Mortimer, Salop, Farmer. May 1. Trow, Cleobury 

Mortimer, , 
Birch, Thos, sen, Lilleshall, Salop,Gent. Aprill. W.& E.R. Liddle. 
Chandler, Hy, Elstead, Surrey, eoman, April 10. Hollest & Mason, 


Fi . 

Clarkson, Thos, Scarborough, York, Scrivener. April 7. Glover, 
Scarborough, 

Oe, Esq, Stottesdon, Salop. May 1. Trow, Cleobury 
Mortimer. 

Foreman, John Howes, Colchester, Essex, Timber Agent. April 30. 
Philbrick & Son, Colchester. 

Gibson, John Holmes, Esq, Ramsgate, Kent, April 14, Snowden, 


Ramsgate. 
Jeyes, Ann, Ilford, Essex, Widow. May |. Hawley, Coleman-st. 
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Jones, John, Percy-st, Bedford-sq, Picture Restorer. May 1. Wells, 
Percy-st, ‘ord-sq. 
Lane, Hy Smith, Bexhill, nr Hastings, Esq, May 6. Barnes & 


Bernard, Gt Winchester-st. 
Meigh, Chas, Broad-green, Lancaster. Esq. April 10. Lace & Co 


ootlishs, Ernest Geo, Herne Hill Lodge, Surrey, Esq. April 10. 
McLeod & Co, London-st. 


Palmer, Soph hia, Earl-st, Kensington, Widow. April 20. Barry, 
Kingslan 
Park, John, Elm House, Birkenhead, Esq. March 31. Richardson & 


Billson, Lpool. 
Parsons, Chas, North Nibley, Gloucester, out of business. June 24. 
Gaisford, Berkeley. 


_— a Jas, Stanton Prior, Somerset, Clerk. May 31. Stone & 
Co, Bat! 

Powis, Letitia, een, Surrey, Spinster. May 31. Crosby, 
Church-ct, Old Jewry. 

Read, Wm Edwards, Shetham, Cambridge, Gent. April 18, Web- 
ster & Riches, Cambridge. 

mee. Malcolm Nugent, Tydesley, Lancaster, Esq. May 1. Charle- 

& Ormerod, Manch. 

shalleross, John, Everton, nr Lpool, Esq. March 31. Richardson & 
Billson, Lpool. 

~ Geo, Englishcombe, Somerset, Farmer. May 1. Mant & Co, 


gine, Hy, Castle Cary, Somerset. April 28. Bush & Ray, Bristol. 

Stovold, Wm, Elstead, Surrey, Yeoman. April1l0. Hollest & Mason, 
Farnham 

Turnley, as, Terrace, Kensington, Widow. April 28. Bell & Co, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Verbeke, Fredk, Esq, Victoria-st, Westminster. June 1. Barlee, 
Old Broad-st. 

Wescombe, Wm Elson, North Curry, Somerset, Gent. March 31. 
Hayman, North Curry. 

Williams, Edwd, Llanwenllwyfo, 
Williams, Porth yr Aur, Carnarvon. 

Wilkes, Job, Walsall, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. June 24, Wilkin- 
son, jun, Walsall. 

Tuespay, March 13, 1866. 

Bell, Wm Nassau, Chelmsford, Essex, Gent. April 30. Gee, Bishops 
Stortfo: 

Burstall, Hy, Kirk Ella, York, Esq. May 13. Lightfoot & Co, Hull. 

a Lovel, Cuckfield, Sussex, Surgeon. May 1. Waugh, Cuck- 


Carroll, Michael, Ashton New Town, Birm, Gent. May 10. Ryland & 
Martineau, Birm. 

Christie, Ann, Bath, Somerset, Widow. May 1. Kemp, Bath. 

Crane, Thos, Leicester, Maltster. June 30. Berridge & Morris, 
Leicester. 

Ewing, Louisa, Rutland-gate, Widow. April 10. Farrer & Co, Lin- 
coln’s-inn- fields. 


Anglesey, Farmer, April 13. 


Farrer, Oliver, Esq, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. April 10. Farrer & Co, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Ferris, Geo, Exeter, Gent. April 1l. Sobey, Exeter. 


rate. ees Foxholes, York, Ironfounder. May1. Jennings, Great 

Driffield 

—, ,» Wm, Master of the “ Diadem.”” Aprill2. Wright & Hunter, 
Lpoo 

Harrison, Mary, Church-st, Chiswick, Widow. April 14. Watson & 
Sons, Bouverie-st. 

Howard, Wm, Streatham, Surrey, Gent. April 9. Pritchard & Son, 
Great ‘Knig ht-rider-st, Doctors’-commons, 

Love, Rev Edward Missenden, Somerleyton, Suffolk, Clerk. May 17. 
Reeve, Woodbridge. 

Nicol, Robt, Jackson-rd, Islington, Jeweller. April 13. Lewin & Co, 
Southampton-st, Stran 

Percy, Wm Basil, earl of of Denbigh, Newnham Paddox, Warwick. May 
19. Watson & Co. 

Tettigrew, Thos Joseph, Onslow-crescent, Brompton, M.D. May |. 
Tilleard & Co, Old Jewry. 

— Alexander, Kingston-upon-Hull, Cowkeeper. May 8. Spurr, 


Wesscunbe, Wm Elson, North Curry, Somerset, Gent. March 31. 


Hayman, North Curry, 
Wilson, Edwd, Exhall, Warwick, Esq. April 20. Woodcocks & Co., 


Coventry. 
Assignments Cor Benefit of Creditors. 
Fripay, March 9, 1866. 
Mitchell, Richa Sibson, Wm Cooper, & Jas Cooper, Leicester, Elastic 
Webb Manufacturers. Feb 19. R. & G. Toller, Leicester. 
Tuespay, March 13, 1866. 
>.) » atte & Wm Bodenham, Bilston, Stafford, Grocers. March 2. 


symington “John, Skipton, York, Grocer, Feb 19. Robinson, Skip- 
reds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Frrpay, March 9, 1866, 
yn Fr2dk Albert, Manch, Warehouse Clerk, Feb 7. Comp. 


Reg March 7, 
Andrews, Tam Lambeth-walk, Boot Maker. Feb 10, Asst. Reg 


March 6, 
Barker, Hy , Jarrow, Durham, Painter. Feb 19. Comp. Reg March 8. 
—, V Vin, Ashby <de- la-Zouch, Licensed Victualler. Feb 24 Asst. 
x M 
pone. Wm, Bristol, Grocer, Feb 22, Comp. Reg March 9. 
Bright, Kawa, Keppell-st, Russell-sq, Gent. Feb 28, Asst. Reg 
are 


Chaplin, Robt Acton, ienmangie-laan, Commercial Traveller. Feb 


23. Comp, Reg March 
Cleaver, John, Pembroke, Draper. Feb 15. Asst, Reg March 7. 
Clero, Leon, St mayan, Merchant, March 2, Comp, Reg March 6. 
Crone, Geo, Guildford-st, St Panoras, Gent. Feb 28, Comp. Reg 
re 
Corgrave, Thos, Lpool, Baker, Feb 14, Comp. Reg March 7, 





| 
| 
{ 


Creagh, Chas Andrew Monaat Denaien Beresforc, H. M.’s 6th Regt. 
of Enneskillen Dragoons, Esq. Feb2. Comp. Reg March 7. 
Davies, John, Pontlollyn, Glamorgan, Furniture Dealer. Feb 15. 
Comp. Reg March 8. 
— ot Hamilton-st, Camden-town, Baker. Feb 27. Comp. Reg 
arc! 
Duck, John, Scarborough, York, Tailor. Feb 21. Comp. Reg March 7. 
Esskin, Jas, Birm, Builder. March 3. Asst. Reg March 7. 
Eyes, John, Sheerness, Kent, Grocer. March2. Asst. Reg March9, 
inom Matthew, Portsea, Hants, Travelling Draper. Feb 19. Asst. 
<= 
“3 aoe Bath, Somerset, Photographic Artist. March 1. Asst. 


h 7. 
Fowles, Eawd Wm, Hereford, Wine Merchant. Feb 10. Asst. Reg 
are 
Grundy, Jas, Restienghem, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. March 
1. Asst. Reg March 9. 
Hornsby, Martha, Leeds, York, Saddler. Feb 16. Asst. Reg March 6, 
Lane, Jas, dport, Hants. Tailor. Feb 27. Comp. Reg March 9. 
im, Arthur, Huddersfield, Woollen Merchant. Feb20. Asst. Reg 


‘arch 7. 

Laie Saml, Bancroft-pl, Mile-end, Brush Manufacturer. Feb 28. 
Comp. Reg March 8 

Lyth, John, Lpool, Laceman. Feb 14. Asst. Reg March 7. 

Mason, Jas Steph, Old Kent-rd, Furniture Dealer. March 5. Comp. 
Reg March 7 7. 

Maleten, Job Peter, Bristol, Ship Chandler. Feb 5. Asst. Reg March 5. 

ag sa aes Ramsey, Huntingdon, Farmer. Feb 8. Asst. Reg 

arc: 

Oakes, John, & Thos Dobson, Manch, Silk Merchants. Feb 23. In- 
spectorship. Reg March 7. 

Powell, Sam}, Friday-st, Warehouseman. Feb 19. Asst. Reg March 8. 

Price, Richd, Birm, Jobbing Smith. Feb7. Comp. Reg March 7. 

Pugsley, Jas, Torquay, Devon, Grocer. Feb8. Asst. Reg March 6. 

Rowe, Jas, Stokeclimsland, Cornwall, Shopkeeper. Feb 9. Asst. 
Reg March 8. 

Sanders, John Thos, Red-hill, Surrey, Saddler. 
March 7. 

Shipton, Geo, Regent-st, Lambeth, Coach Smith. Feb 28, Comp. 
Reg March 8 

Singleton, Johu, Chesterfield, Derby, Labourer. March 3. Asst. Reg 


Somers, Abraham, Russell-ct, Drury-lane, Stationer. March 5. Comp. 
Reg March 8. 
St. John, = Yarmouth, Isle of Wight, Baker. March 5. Comp. 
Reg March 7 
— we. Heywood, Lancaster, Yarn Agent. Feb 27. Asst. Reg 
are 


Thomas, Alex David, Penarth, Glamorgan, Publican. Feb1é. Asst. 


Reg March 8. 
Trump, John, Sidmouth, Devon. Grocer. Teb5. Asst. Reg March 5. 
Usher, a Malsbury, Banbury, Oxford, Grocer. March]. Asst. Reg 


Feb 27. Comp. Reg 


TuEsDay, March 13, 1866. 
Botterell, Jas ere, Liskeard, Cornwall, Watchmaker. March 2. 
Asst. Reg March | 
Bryant, Jas, jun, & Geo Prideaux, Church-st, Mile-end ’ as 
Sugar Refiners. Feb 13. Inspectorship. Reg March 13. 
Churchill, Hy, Warminster, Wilts, Ironmonger. Feb 20. Comp. 
Reg March 13. 
Commins, Saml, Caledonian-rd, Islington, Grocer. Feb 22. Comp. 
Reg March 9. 
bg en 8 er. Berwick-upon-Tweed, Widow. Feb 12 Asst. Reg 
are 
Desens Enrico, Cullum-st, Comm Agent. Feb 9. Comp. Reg 
arc 
Francou, David, Seay st West, Leather Merchant. March 6. 
Comp. Reg March 1 
Godden, Josiah Nutt, Woodstock, Oxford, Glove Manafacturer. Feb 
10. Asst. Reg March 10. Feb 1 
eb 13. 


Guaete. 7“ Preston, Lancaster, Ironfounder. Comp 
Sestte. Old Comptoa-st, Hosier. Feb i4. Asst. Reg March 12. 


oo 2 bao Thos Lee, Maidstone, Kent, Grocer. Feb2'. Asst. 
eg March 
Herbert, Patrick _ Brighton, Sussex, Hair Dresser. March 2. 
Comp. Reg March !2. 
— ~—— eres to Cornwall, Grocer. Feb 27. Asst. Reg 
Fn ll Wm, Barnard Castle, Durham, Cabinet Maker. Feb 13. 
Comp. Reg March !2, 
daaes, Wm, Hitchin, Herts, Ironmonger. Feb 17. Comp. Reg 
March 10. 
Kerley, Philip, neat, Devon, Potatoe Merchant. March &. 
Comp. Reg March ! 
— don wh Suffolk, Grocer. Feb 22. Asst. Reg 
arch 12, 
= toe Milton Bryan, Bedford, Farmer, Feb 10, Asst. Reg 
° on Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Feb 21. Asst. Reg 
arch 
Lanes wi m, Sible Hedingham, Essex, Farmer, Feb i. Asst, Reg 
March 9. 
i yy Eagle Wharf-rd, City-rd, Builder, Feb<2. Comp. Reg 
March 12. 
—— oo ple st, Shoreditch, Business Agent. March 9. Comp, 
eg Marc’ 
Marchant, Fredk, & Wm Travers, City of Londen Sineiee, Norton. 
Folfgate, Comedians. March 6, Comp. Reg March 
| MoCaltam, Ps Peter, ef s-buildings, Fetter-lane, Trinter. Mareh 13 
om Mareh 1 
| stitter "Thos McG r * nuddersfield, York, Travelling Draper. Feb 
23. Asst. Reg March 12, 
Moore, Saml, Worcester, Chemist. Feb 19. Comp, Reg Mareh 12, 
Nash, oa © Kentish, Hastings, Sussex, Widow, Mareh 3. Comp. 
cog Mare! 
Oakey, Catherine, Prinoe’s- mae, Prince’s-st, Westminster, Widow, 
Jan 29, Comp. Rog March 
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Parry, Francis, Newport, Monmouth, Shoemaker. Feb 12. Asst. | 
Rey March 12. 

Permewan, John, Redruth, Cornwall, Surgeon. Feb 14. Asst. 
March 13. 

Peters, Geo, py Wells, Kent, Livery Stable Keeper. Feb 20. 
Asst. Reg March 

Pickles, Wm, Sekine, York, Carrier. Feb 27. Asst. Reg 

March 10. 

——_ Richd Dobson, Manch, CommAgent. Feb 26. Asst. Reg 
March !0. 

Porter, Thos, Caistor, Lincoln. Tailor. Feb 20. Asst. Reg March 9. 

Robinson, Joseph, Sandbach, Chester, Wheelwright. March 5. Asst. 


aie 


Rolpe, Thos Owen, a Photograph Artist. Feb 27. 
Inspectorship March | 


Roome, Geo, & Parties | Roome, Teeneoet, Clapton, Builders. March 
1 


5. Comp. Reg March 12. 
Sadd, Wm, Manningtree. Essex, Grocer. Feb 14. Asst. Reg March 12, 
Savin, Thos, Bank- — Lothbury, Contractor. Feb 17. In- 
spectorship. Reg March 9. 
Sayer, Danl Wilby, Maple Durham Mills, Oxford, Miller. Feb 19. 
Asst. Keg March 9. 
Sims, Joseph, Birm, Ironfounder. Feb14. Comp. Reg March 13. 
Skelton. John Smith, Norwich, Tailor. Feb14. Asst. Reg March 9. 
Slack, John, Gt Warford, Chester, Farmer. Feb 9. Asst. Reg 


March 9. 
Stone, Fredk, Bristol. Lard Refiner. Feb 26. Asst. Reg March 12. 
Feb 10. Asst. Reg 


bag ae Chas, Gloucester, General Contractor. 

March 10. 

Triboumery, Ludovic Marie, Devonshire-ter, Victoria-park-rd, Mer- 
cantile Clerk. March 5. Comp. Reg Mare 

Vinson, Wm. Bideford, Devon, Draper. Feb 15. Asst. Reg March 10. 

Westlake, Hy, Bristol, Baker. Feb 27. Asst. Reg March 10. 

Williams, Hy, Lpool, Hosier. Feb 13. Asst. Reg March 12. 

Wooding, Wm, Dawley, Salop, Provision Dealer. Feb 12. Comp. 
Rey March 12, 

Gankruypts. 
Fripay, March 9, 1866. 
To Surrender in London. 

Airries, John Geo, Minster, Isle of Sheppey, Kent, Cement Dealer. 
Pet Feb 19. April llatill. Prall & Nickinson, Lee og 

Barrington, Wm Saml, Nichols-sq, ——— Pocket-book Maker. 
Pet March 5. March 28 atl. Earle, ford- -TOw. 

Clifford, Duuglas Thos, Southampton-st, Camberwell, Merchant's 
Clerk. Pet March 6. March 28 at 2. Pearse, Winchester-st. 

Crediand, Joseph, Norwich, Glass Merchant. Pet Feb 21. April 11 
at il. Willoughby & ‘_- Clifford's inn. 

Eve, John Overy, Strand, Tea Dealer. Pet March 1. March 21 at 2. 
Pearse, Gt W inchester-st. 

Fowler, Chas Isaac, Glaskin-st, Hackney, Ship Broker’s Clerk. Pet 
March §. March 21 at 11. Sorrell, Gt Tower-st. 

Garland, John, & Alfred Thos Soper, Walworth, Builders. Pet March 
2. March 20 atl. Davies, Moorgate-st. 

Garnett, John, High-st, Camden Town, Journeyman Pianoforte 
Maker. Pet March 5. March 24 at 11. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers. 

Giltrap, Jas John, Gt Queen-st, Lincoln’s-inn, out of business. Pet 
March 7. March 2! at 12. Goldrick, Strand. 

Gillett, Wm, Brize Norton, Oxford, Brewer. Pet March 3, March 28 
at 12. Witmey, Oxford, and Shaw & Co, Gray’s-inn-sq 

Gracie, Hannah, Cannon-st, Widow, no business. Pet Mareh 6. March 
21st 12. Binns, Southwark. 

Hearne, Geo Fredk Manning, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 
5. March 24at!. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 

Holland, Caroline, South Lambeth-rd, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet 
March7. March 24at12. Lewis & ‘Lewis, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Jeffs, Smith Allen, Stockwell, Surrey, Builder, Pet Feb 28. March 
21at2. Spicer, "Staple-inn. 

Lambert, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 27. March 27 
atl. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 

Lann, John, Baxter-rd, Islington, out of employment. Pet March 6. 
March 21 at12. Pope. Old Broad-st. 

Pet March 5. March 28 at 


a Thos, ee oe Grocer. 

my King’s rd , Bedford. 

wate. Samson, Giffard-st, Caledonian-rd, Cow Keeper. Pet March 
2 March 28 at 11. Dobie, Guildhall-c hambers. 

Munday. Hy Neave. Philpot-lane, Insurance Agent. Pet March 6. 
March 21 at ll. Sorrell, Gt Tower-st. 

Munting, Jobn, Bridgewater- gardens, Aldergate-st, Clerk to a Car- 
man. Pet March 5, March 28at1. Farmer & Robins, Size-lane. 
Piggott, Chas, Richmond, Sarrey, Coal Merchant. Pet March 3. 

rch 20 at 2. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers 

Proctor, Hy Thos, Canterbury-rd, Kilburn. Pet March 6. March 24 

atl2. Eyre Poultry. 
, Richd, sg Rutland, Grocer. Pet March5. March 
» Pateman, a, pee gham. 

Rogers, Hy, New ante, Saddler. Pet March6. March 21 at 12. 
Wilkins & Blyth, Bt Swithin’s-lane. 

Sadd, Chas Stafford-pl, Buckingham-gate, Clerk to a Civil En- 
gineer. . March 2i at il. Sweeting & Lydall, South- 
aenpten buliiags. 

Seager, Geo, Maidstone, ng Builder. Pet March 2. March 28 at 1. 
Dobie, Guildball-chambe 

Sharp, John weg ne ch Essex, out of business. Pet March 5. March 
26 at I. Law, Stamfor 

Seer, wae gh & John Colville, Trump-st, Cheapside. W: 

mag March 24 at 11, Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 
+580, Page-st, Westminster, Builder, Pet March2, March 
v4) at ‘st 12. Brow 8b. 

Tennant, David Sialth, almer- No’ -hill, Contractor. Pet 
March 5. March 2latli. Ew & P gion, y’s-inn. 
vores, Chas Jas, Sutherland-eq, papenred Attorney-at-Law. 

et March 2. March 20 at2. Lewis, Gt James-st. 

whitetoor Jas, Pierrepont-row, isington Farniture Dealer. Pet 

March 1. March 20at 12. Brandreth King William-st. 

White, Geo, & John White, Ord-st Millwall, orton: Pet March 
6. March 26 at2. Murrough, Warwick-ct, Gre 





Wilkins, Geo, Godstone, Kent, Batcher. Pet March 7. March 27 at 
i. Binns, Trinity-sq. Southwark. 

Wright, Wm, Grange-rd, Dalston, Book-kecper. Pet March 6. March 
20 at 12. Dubois & Co, Church: “passage, Gresham-st. 

Wyatt. Hy Gilbert, Couston-st, Ww » Coach Painter. Pet 


March 5, March 21 at 11. Lea, Furnival’s-inn. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Bailey, John, & Joseph Geldard, Leeds, Masons. Pet March 5. Leeds, 
March 22 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Barton, Geo, Longtown, Cumberland, Stationer. Pet March5. Car. 
lisle, March 21 at 11. Wannop, Carlisle. 

Boddy, Richd, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Fruiterer. Pet March 6, 
ga March 27 at 12, Bell, Sunderland. 

Booth, Wm Ward, Hanley, Stafford, Colour Manufacturer. Pet March 

7. Hanley, April 14att2. Sutton, Burslem. 

Booth, John, Bolton, Lancaster, Pair ter. Pet March 6. Bolton, 
March 21 at 10. Edge, Bolton. 

Boyne, Thos, Barnstaple, Devon, Accountant. Pet March6. Barn- 
staple, March 26 at 12. Bencraft, Barnstaple. 

Brown, Martha Susannah, Hulme, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet March 6, 
Salford, March 24 at 9.30. Smith, Manch. 

Brown, Philip, Churchstow, Devon, Yeoman. Pet March 2. Exeter, 
March 20 at 11.30. Floud, Exeter. 

Pet Feb 26, 





Brown, Edwd, Scarborough, Wine and Spiris Merchant. 
Leeds, March 26 atll, Simpson, Leeds, 

Brydges, Chas Edwd, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Nurseryman. Pet 
March 6. Cheltenham, March 21 at 11. Abbot & Leonard, Bristol, 

Clarke, Chas Augustus, Chatham, Kent, Beerseller. Pet March 5, 
Rochester, March 20 at 2. Hayward. Rochester, 

Cox, Wm, Norwich, Rope Maker. Pet March 5. Norwich, March 26 
atil. Sadd, jun, Norwich. 
Duke, Steph, Dunchurch, W arwick, Surgeon. Pet Feb 16. Birm, 
March 26 at 12, Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Green, Geo, Nottingham, Maltster. Pet March 6. Birm, March 27 at 
11. Parsons & Son, Nottingham. 

Harry, Wm, Pedwas, Monmouth, Labourer, Pet March3. Newport, 
March 20 at 11. Harris, legar. 

Hague, Edwd, Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Dealer. Pet March 7. 
Manch, March 21 at 12. Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 

Hillman, Wm, Bovey Tracey, Devon, Grocer. Pet March 7. Newton 
Abbot, March 23 at 11. arter, Torquay. 

Jennings, Richd, Tipton, Stafford, Miner. Pet March 6. Dudley, 
April 10 at 11. Stokes, Dudley. 

Johnstone, Arthur Hy John, Clutton, Somerset, Captain R. N. Pet 
March 6. Bristol, March 2lat ll. Mogg, Temple Cloud. 

Jones, Griffith. & Wm Williams, Llanllyfin, Carnarvon, General-shop 

Keepers. Pet March 5. Lpool, March 19 at 12. Jones, Carnarvon. 

Jones, Jabez, Lpool, out of business. Pet Marci 6. Lpool, March 19 
at ll. Evans & . Lpool. 

Lewis, Jas. Lpodl, Builder. Pet March 7. Lpool, March 19 at 11, 
Archer, Lpool. 

London, Leonard, Warwick, out of business. Pet March 8. Birm, 
March 26 at 12. Overell, Leamington. 

McNaught, Ivie Kerr, Dudley, Worcester, Gas Fitter. Pet March 3. 
Dudley, March 22 at 11. Lowe, Dudley. 

Meeson, John, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Brush Manufacturer. Pet 

March 5. Stockton-on-Tees, March 21 at 11. Simpson, Yarm. 

Mepstead, Robt, Hythe, Kent, Fruit Merchant. Pet March 7. Hythe, 
March 21 at 11. Minter, Folkestone. 

Moore, Jas, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Beer Retailer. Pet March 
: Weston-super-Mare, March 23 at 11, Smith, Weston-super- 

are. 

Needham, gg as Manch, Smith. Pet March7. Manch, March 26 at 

9.30. Fox, M anch. 


Nettleton, Wm Powis, Lpool, penaher of English. Pet March 5. 
Lpool, March 19 at 12. Best, Lpoo 
Pet March 7. 


Nash, Fredk, Langworth, Lincoln, cnn Keeper. 
Leeds, March 21 at12. Rhodes, Market Rasen. 
Pickering, Saml Geo, Lpool, out of business. Pet March 3. Lpool, 
March 19 at 3. Blaekhurst, Lpool. 
Reece, Thos, Burslem, Stafford, Carrier, Pet March 7. Hanley, 
April \4at at 1). E. & A. Tennant, Hanley. 
Reed, John, Gateshead, Durham, Grocer. Pet March7, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, March 22 at 12. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Robson, Robt, Kingston- upon-Hull, out of business, Pet March 5. 
Beverley, March 22 at t!. Summers, Hull. 
Silvester, John, Prisoner for Debt, Stafford. Adj Dec 2. Wolver- 
hampton, March 19 at 12. 
Smith, Geo, Nottingham, Miller. Pet March 6. Birm, March 27 at 
Il. Maples, Birm. 
Spencer, Hy, Crich, Derby,Grocer. Pet March 1. Alfreton, March 
12 at 12, ton, Wir' sworth. 
Sprado, Wm, Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent, out of business. Pet 
March 5. Gravesend, March 29 at 13, Outred, Gravesend. 
Timmins, Thos, Kingswinford, Stafford, Tailor. Pet March 6. Stour- 
bridge, March 23 at 10. Maltby, Stourbridge. 
Wilding, John, Pontesbury, Salop, Wheelwright. Pet March 6. 
Shrewsbury, March 21 at 11. Frail. Shrewsbu 
Wright, Hy, Gateshead, Durham, Builder. Pet March 5. Gateshead, 
March 24 at 12, Cram & Legge, Newcastle-upon-T, ne. 
Young, Robt, Leicester, Carpenter. Tet March 7, icester, March 
24at10. Harvey, Leicester. 
Tvesvay, March 13, 1866. 
To Surrender in London, 
Allen, Hudson, Hendon, Middx, Tailor. oe March 10. March 27 at 
i. Thwaites, Symond’ s-inn, ‘Chancery-lan 
Ashton, Geo Joseph, Prisoner for Des, London, Pet Leanna 
pau). March 27 at 1. Goatley, Bow-st, "yr 
Bates, Wm, Hampstead-rd, Checcomongl. Fe oy 9. March 24 
atl. Hall, Coleman-st. 
Boljahn, Joseph, Panton-sq, Coventry-st, Haymarket, Hotel Keeper. 
Pet March 7. March 27 at 1. Davis, Golden-sq. 
Clark, Daniel, Mary -pl, Victoria Dock-rd, Greengrocer. Pet March 9. 
March 27 at 11. my? Old rome. 
hen, Catherine, int-st, Wh > General Outfitter. Pet 


March #, March 2 12, Dennis, 
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iman, Hy, F gs. Ship Broker. Pet March 5. 

March 24at 11. Dodd, jun, New Broad-st. 

Jarvis, Hy, Norwich, Coal Merchant. Pet March 8. March 26 at 12. 
Storey, King-rd, Bedford-row. 

Jordan, Jas Joseph, Malden-rd, Haverstock-hill, Carpenter. Pet 
March 7. March 24at 12. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Kidd, Arthur Duffie, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 8 (for 
pau). March 27at2. Hope, Ely-pl. 

Kiff, Frederick, Hurst, Sussex, Gentleman’s Servant. Pet March 7. 
March 24 at 12. Gresham, Basinghall-st. 

Mansfield, Thos, Drury-lane, out of busizess. Pet March 9. March 
26 at 1. Eaden, Gray’s-inn-sq. 

Ottaway, Robt Wm, Maidstone, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
March 8. March 27 at 2. Craven, Carter-lane, Doctors’-commons. 

Parker, Joseph Wright, Waltham Cross, Herts, Clerk to an Engineer. 

: Pet March 9. March 26 at 12. Hammond, Furnival’s-inn, Holborn. 

Pearse, Geo, Berwick-st, Soho, Draper. Pet March 2. March 26 at 1. 
Lindus, Cheapside. 

Percivall, Chas, Neat-st, Camberwell, Auctioneer, Pet March 10. 
March 26 at 1. Binns, Trinity-sq, Southwark. 

Porter, Fredk Wm, Bromley-st, Commercial-rd, Master Mariner. Pet 
March 5. March 24at!l. Neal & Co, Gt Knight-rider-st, Doctors’- 
commons. 

Scott, Chas, Kent-st, Borongh, Assistant to a Stationer. Pet March 
9. April llat12. Harcourt, King’s Arms-yard, Coleman-st. 

Vaile, Joseph, Oxford-st, Comm Agent. Pet March 6. March 24 at 
ll. Condy, Strand. 

Warren, Hy Sam Johnston, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 
6(for pau). March 28at2. Goatley, Bow-st. 

White, Jas Geo, Union-rd, Rotherhithe, Cooper. Pet March 10. April 
llat1l2. Lewis & Co, Basinghall-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

4 John, Warrington, Lancaster, Ironmonger. Pet March 9. 
Manch, March 23at 11. Grundy, Manch. 

Ashman, Jas, Midsomer Norton, Somerset, Innkeeper. Pet March 3. 
Temple Cloud. March 19 at 12. Bartrum, Bath. 

Bate, John, Little Torrington, Devon, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 21 (for 
pau). Exeter, March 24at11. Hughes, Exeter. 

_—*, Edmund Francis, Manch, Boarding-house Keeper. Pet March 
8. Manch, March 20 at 9.30. Abbott, Manch. 

Brown, Wm Cliff, Bristol, Commercial Clerk. Pet March 10. Bristol, 
March 23 at 12. Alman. 

Carpenter, Jas, Halifax, York, Officer of Inland Revenue. Pet March 
8. Halifax, March 26 at 10. Holroyde, Halifax, 

Cawdron, John, Coningsby, Lincoln, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 17. Horn- 
castle, March 26 at 11. Brackenbury, Alford. 

Cawthron, Wm, Hadlow, Kent, Veterinary Surgeon. Pet March 8. 
Tonbridge, March 26 at 11. Rogers, Tonbridge. 

Clarke, Alex, Keinton Mandeville. Somerset, Innkeeper. Pet March 
5. Longport, March 24at 10. Watts, Yeovil. 

Corns, Edwd Geo, Balsall-heath, Worcester, Journeyman Bookbinder. 
Pet March 5. Birm, March 29 at 10, Southall & Nelson, Birm. 

Cuttle, Edwd, Darrington, York, Innkeeper. Pet March 9, Leeds, 
March 26 at 12. Clarke, jun, Leeds. 

Davies, Joseph, Bedwellty, Monmouth, Beer Retailer. Pet March 9. 
Tredegar, March 31 at 12. Harris, Tredegar. 

Gibson, John Albert Fitzmaurice, Oldham, Lancaster, Attorney’s 
Clerk. Pet March 9. Oldham, March 29 at 12. Lowe, Oldham. 

Green, John, Scotton, Lincoln, Labourer. Pet March 6. Gainsborough, 
March 27 at i0. Bladon, Gainsborough. 

Gregson, Thos. Burnley, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Pet March 9. Burnley, 
March 26 at 3. Backhouse & Whittam, Burnley. 

Griffiths, Edwd, Westbromwich, Stafford, Puddler. Pet March 9. Old- 
bury, March 19 at 11. Dalby, Westbromwich. 

Goodall, Wm, Staleybridge, Chester, Builder. Pet March 9. Manch, 
March 26 at 11. Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 

Hall, Joseph, Kingswinford, Stafford, Pork Butcher. Pet March 8. 
Stourbridge, March 23 at 10, Addison, Brierley-hill. 

Hawkes, Fredk Geo Rome, Clay-next-the-Sea, Norfolk, Plumber. Pet 
March 9. Holt, March 24 at 3. 

Henry, Jas Grant, Belgrave, Leicester, Gent. Pet March 9. Birm, 
March 27 at 11. Wilson, Leicester. 

llippisley, Elizabeth Nott, Tiverton, Devon, Furniture Broker. Pet 

arch 8. Tiverton, March 22 at 11. Cockram, Tiverton. 

Hodgson, Chas, Seaham Harbour, Durham, Draper. Pet March 5. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, March 27 at 12. Mackenzie, jun, Sunder- 


Hughes, Thos, Oldbury, Worcester, Retail Brewer. Pet March 8. Old- 
bury, March 19 at 11. Shakespeare & Hartel. 
Illingworth, Joseph, Wakefield, York, Book-keeper. Pet March 10. 
Wakefield, March 27 at 11. Barratt, Wakefield. 
Jacks, Thos, Madeley, Salop. Pet Feb 26. Madeley, April 11 at 12. 
Walker, Wellington. 
Jones, Jas, Ellesmere, Salop, Butcher. Fet March 8. Oswestry, March 
26at1l. Bull, Oswestry. 
Kay, Wm, Gt Bolton, Lancaster, Labourer. Pet March 9. Bolton, 
March 29 at 10. Hinnell, Bolton. 
Kenyon, John, Little Bolton, Lancaster, Machine Turner. Pet March 
_8. Bolton, March 28 at 10. Brandwood, Bolton. 
Keteringham, Thos, Tugby, Leicester, Grocer. Pet March 9. Upping- 
ham, March 20 at 11. Pateman, Uppingham, 
Lewis, Martha, Pembroke Dock, no trade. Pet March 8. Bristol, 
March 23 at 11. Parry, 'embroke Dock. 
Mason, Jas, Chertsey, Surrey, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet March 7. 
Chertsey, March 26 at 11. Grazebrook, gen 
Millican, Philip, Bury St Edmund’s, Suffolk, Bricklayer. Pet March 9. 
_ Bury St Edmund’s, March 24 at 1}. Walpole, Beyton. 
Nash, Jas, Landport, Hants, Bone Merchant. Pet March 7. Ports- 
mouth, March 24 at 12, White, Portsea. 
Poilatt, Michac!, Brighton, Sussex, out of business. Pet March 6 (for 
pau). Lewes, March 22at10, Runnacles, Brighton. 
Rawlinson, Wm, Leeds, York, out of business. Pet March 9. Leeds, 
March 28 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 
Simpson, Wm, Saddleworth, York, Insurance Agent. Pet March 3. 
Saddleworth, April 10 at 12. Taylor, Oldham. 
Taylor, Hy, Barnsley, York, Oil Merchant. Vet March 8, Barnsley, 
March 23 at 2. Kogers, Barnsley, 








Timmins, Thos, Kingswinford, Stafford, Tailor. Pet March 9. Stour- 

— March 23 at 10. Maltby, Stourbridge. 

Upfill, Wm, Birm, Bedstead Manufacturer. Pet Feb 8. Birm, March 
29at12, Beale & Co, Birm. 

Wagstaff, Geo, Cirencester, Gloucester, Grocer’s Porter. Pet March 
9. Cirencester, March 29 at 12. Cooke, Cirencester. 

Walters, Geo, Broadclist, Devon, Seedsman. Pet March7. Exeter, 
March 26 at 11.40. ¥Wloud, Exeter. 

Ward, Hy, Coventry, Warwick, Writing Clerk. Pet March 8. Coven- 
try, March 29 at 3. Smallbone, Coventry. 

Whittaker, Christopher Preston, Blackburn, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet 
March 8. Blackburn, March 26 at 1. 

Williams, John, Penmorfa, Carnarvon,Grocer. Pet March 8. Lpool, 
March 23 at 12. Parker, Lpool. g 

Williams, John Wainwright, Matlock Bath, Derby, out of business. 
Pet March 12. Birm, March 27 at 11. Allen, Birm. 

Willan, Robt, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Butcher. Pet March 8. 
Manch, March 26 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

Wilson, Benj Bower, Sedbergh, York, Surgeon. Pet March 5. Kirkby 
Lonsdale, March 21 at 12.30. Thompson, Kendal. 

Woodhams, John, Brighton, Sussex, Baker, Pet March 8. Brighton, 
March 28 at 11. Runnacles, Brighton. 

Young, Cornelius John, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. .\dj Feb 1% 
Portsmouth, March 24 at 11. Cousins, Portsea. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frrpay, March 9, 1866. 

Blake, Wm, Esq, Brighton. Sept 29. 

Fonblanque, John Wm Martin, Harrington-st, Hampstead-rd, Bar- 
rister-at-Law. March 2. 

Tuespay, March 13, 1865. 
Snow, David, Bristol, no business. March 5. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 

FxurosaL Fon Loan ON MORTGAGES. 

Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term cerusin, ar Sy 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land vr build- 
ings, stute the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 
AW.—Wanted, in an office in Liverpool, a Bill of 
4 > Costs Clerk and Bookkeeper, and also an Assistant Chancery and 
Conveyancing Clerk.— Address, stating age, salary required, and where 
previously employed, to M_, Office of this Paper. 


NK ERASING FLUID.—This valuable prepara- 
tion should be in every office. It is used by applying a small 
quantity with the tip of the finger, or a camel hair pencil. The ink is 
completely removed, and the surface of the paper left quite smooth. 
Price, in bottles, 1s,, 2s., 3s. 6d., and 5s.—Sample bottle post free, orm 
receipt of 16, 28, 44, or 63 postage stamps. Liberal allowance to the 


trade. 
GEO. WILSON, 78, Borough-road, $.E. 


*J.O TRUSTEES, Insurance Offices, Charitable In- 

: stitutions, Solicitors, Brokers, and the General Public.—MORT- 
GAGE DEBENTURES, registered at the Government Office cf Land 
Registry, 34, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C , under the powers of the 
Mortgage Debenture Act, 1865, bearing 4} per cent. interest, are ISSUED 
for the sum of £50 and upwards, for terms of from one to ten years, and 
transferable by indorsement. 

The Mortgage Debentures are secured :— 

Ist. By the Deposit with the Registrar, in terms of the Act, of an equal 
aggregate, at least, of mortgages and rent charges upon real property, and 
ot securities upon rates and assessments upon the owners and occupiers 
of real property, within the powers of the Act of Parliament. 

2nd. By the guarantee of the uncalled capital of £900.00, of the Land 
Securities Company, Limited (the Lord Naas, M.P., President), of which 
$500,000 by the Act is absolutely appropriated as additional security to 
the holders of the Mortgage Debentures. 

In every case a Statutory Declaration under the Act must be made 
and filed at the Office of Land Registry by a surveyor or valuer ——- 
by the Government Inclosure Commissioners for England and Wales, 
that the advance made, including ail previous incumbrances, if any, 
does not exceed two-thirds of the value of the estate charged. 

Registers of the Mortgages and other Securities, and of the Mortgage 
Debentures, are kept in the office of Land Registry. 

The Registered Morty. Debentures, of which no over issue is 
possible, are indorsed by the Registrar as conclusive evidence that the 
requirements cf the Act of Parliament have been complied with, 

Trustees having a general power to invest trust moneys in or upon the 
security of shares, stock, mortgages, bonds, or debentures of companies, 
incorporated by or acting under the authority ot an Act of Partiament,. 
are authorised by the 40th section of the Act to invest in the Registered 
Mortgage Debentures, 

Apply to the Hon, WILLIAM NAPIER, Managing Director, Land 
Securities Company (Limited), 3, Parliament street, London, 3. W. 
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Segal and General Tife Asswance Society, 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 





Directors. 


AUSTIN, CHARLES, Esq., Q.C. 

BEAUMONT, JAMES, Esq. 

BIGG, EDWARD SMITH, Esq. 

BOLTON, JOHN HENRY, Esq. 

BRODERIP, FRANCIS, Esq. 

BRUCE, The Right Hon. Sir J.L. KNIGHT, Lord Justice. 

CHANNELL, The Hon. Mr. Baron. 

CHICHESTER, J. H. R., Esq. 

COOKSON, WILLIAM STRICKLAND, Esq. 

DUGMORE, WILLIAM, Esq.. Q.C. 

FOLLETT, ROBERT BAYLY, Esq., Taxing Master in 
Chancery. 





FRERE, BARTLE JOHN LAURIE, Esq. 


GOULBURN, Mr. Serjeant, Commissioner in Bankruptcy. 
GREENE, THUMAS WEBB, Esq., Q.C. 

LAMB, GEORGE, Esq. 

LEMAN JAMES, Esq. 

OSBORNE, JOHN, Esq., Q.C. 

PARKER, KENYON &,, Esq., Q.C., Examiner in Chancery, 
PEMBERTON, EDWARD LEIGH, Esq. 

RIDDELL, Sir WALTER BUCHANAN, Bart. 

ROSE, The Hon. Sir GEORGE. 

SCADDING, EDWIN WARD, Esq. 

SMITH, The Hon. Mr. Justice MONTAGUE, 

TILSON, THOMAS, Esq. 


Solicitors. 
Messrs. DOMVILLE, LAWRENCE, & GRAHAM. 


PEXISTING: AGEURAMORG. .. 0. voseessseccseseveveves £3,540,000 
CORRESPONDING BONUS ....cccccsccsccccccccece 425,000 
GEATMS, &0., PAID cccrococcedsssivecsvcccece'cse 1,888,000 


PATID-UP CAPITAL .cccccscccccecseccccs 





Oe ereererrssreeees eeereccoeres 


ASSURANCE FUND .osceeeeeceeees eu Ger aes cates £1,231,000 
ANNUAL INCOME ..........0006+ Citees wealth. 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL .. 


170,000 
1,000,000 


see ee cerns seeseereeses eee 


£160,935 





INCREASINGLY LIBERAL REGULATIONS have, from time to time, been introduced by the Society. The peculiar 
privileges now allowed by its Policies are fully stated in the Prospectus, which, with all other information, will be forwarded on 


application. 


NINE-TENTHS OF THE TOTAL PROFITS are in future to be appropriated to the Assured. The Books will close on 


81st December, 1866, for the next division. 


Applications through Solicitors are invited for advances upon, or purchases of, Life Interests or Reversions, in connection with 


Policies of Assurance to be granted by the Office. 


E. A. NEWTON, Actuary, 











COUNCIL OF LAW REPORTING. 


LOSE OF THE SUBSCRIPTION LIST 
the present year inthe United Kingdom THIS DAY, the 
DAY OF MARCH. 
Tae Law Reports. 
Subscription price, 
ineluding delivery 
up to the 17th March. 


Publication price, 
not including delivery 
after the 17th March. 





Entire Series.............0 £5 Entire Series...........0... 47 00 
Appellate do. ...... Appellate do. .. «- 216 0 
-Common Law do. . lab Common Law do. . 440 
Baqulty 60...cccccccoscosccscesce Ett y 60. visecccereeccccteesces 440 





Subscribers in the United Kingdom to the Entire Series of the LAW 
REPORTS are entitled to the WEEKLY NOTES, including Delivery, free 
-of any Extra Charge, but purchasers of the Entire Series after the 17th 
March next, will not be entitled to them. 
After the close of the Subscription List, the Law Reports will be 
supplied through all Booksellers. 
Wx. Crowes & Sons, 51, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn. 





COUNCIL OF LAW REPORTING. 


HE LAW REPORTS—More than 3,000 Copies 
have been already subscribed for. 

All Subscriptions must be paid before the 17th hen sey Prepaying 
Subscribers, within the limits of the United Ki . and in the 
Colonies (not } totating India), will receive their "Monthly Parts free 
of charge. Subscribers in India, or any gee country, can have 
their copies delivered free on prepaying the lication price. 

(Zz Subscriptions are received on behal ‘of the agg 4 b A... the 
Secretary, James Tuomas Horwoop, Ksq., No. 3, 
Lincoln’s-inn. Remittances from abroad must ingiuds "Danker’s 
Commission, Foreign Bill Stamps, &. 

Wa. Crowes & Sons, 51, Carcy street. Lincoln’ B- ‘inn. 


COUNCIL OF Law REPORTING. 


id he WEEKLY NOTES commenced last Hilary 
Term, and will be continued during the Sittings of the Courts, up 
to the commencement of the Long Vacation. They consist of Short 
Sens of the decisions in the several Courts in each week, and inclade 
points of practice. They are intended for information to the Profession as 
t the current decisions, but not for citation as authority. They also 
contain Kules of Practice, and other official legal information. They are 
delivere’ free of charge within the United Kingdom to a)l prepaying Sub- 
scribers for the Entire Beries of the LAW REPORTS. To all others the 
price is - 
¥ach Nomber.., £40 106 
Bulscription for the Year. “jneluding de- 200 
livery in the United Kingdom 





Wu. Crowes & Sons, 51, Carey-steect, Liceoln's-ion, 





COUNCIL OF LAW REPORTING. 
LOSE OF THE SUBSCRIPTION LIST— 


NOTICE is hereby given, That the Subscription List for the 
United Kingdom to the LAW KEPORTS for the present year will be 
ciosed on Saturday, 17th day of March next, after which day the Reports 
for 1866 can only be had at the publication price. 

The Subscription List for the Colonies will not be closed at present. 


By order, 
FITZROY KELLY, 
Chairman. 


Benchers’ Reading Room, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 
February 17th, 1866. 


OUNCIL OF LAW REPORTING.—To avoid 
misapprehension, the Council desire to state that there is no 
intention during the present or any future year to increase the prepaid 
subscriptions to the Law Reports. An annual subscription of £5 5s. 
prepaid before the close of the subscription list, will entitle the subscriber, 
during the present or any future year to the Law Reports, Weekly Notes, 
and the authorised edition of the Public Statutes for the Year. In any 
increased price which may be charged by Publishers after the 17th of 
March for the Reports of the present year the Council will derive 20 
benefit, as the difference between the subscription price, £5 5s., and the 
publication price, £7, is trade profit, with which the Council have nothing 
to do. $y order, JAMES T. HOPWOOD, Secretary. 
3, New- “square, Lincoln’s-inn, March 6, 1866. 


COUNCIL OF LAW REPORTING. 


rPYHE STATUTES.—A complete Authorized Edition 
ofthe Public Statutes of the year will be supplied free of charge 
to all subscribers tothe Entire Series of the Law Reports. For this 
ad gd 4 special arrangement has been made with the Queen's Printers. 
he Statutes, printed expressly for the Council of Law Reporting, will 
be of the same type, size, and paper, as the Law Reports, and be pub- 
lished from time to time, so as to form parts of the Series; they will be 
paged separately to bind up into a handsome volume at the end of each 
year. The Statutes will not be supplied free of charge to any Subscribers 
for less than the Entire Series. 
Wm. . Clowes & Sons, 51, Carey-street, Lincoln's It 's Inn. 


COUNCIL OF LAW REPORTING, __ 














HE THIRD PARTS | of the EQUITY and 
COMMON LAW SERIES of the LAW REPORTS, and NINE 
NUMBERS of the WEEKLY NOTES, are now ready. 
Wu, Crowgs & b Hom, 51, Careysstreet, Lincoln’ 's-inn. 
r {° {XO SOLICITORS.—OFFICE FOR eA TENTS, 
1, SERLE-STRERT, LINCOLN'S-INN 

Messrs. Davies & Hunt procure British and Foreign Patents, &e., at 
most moderate charges, and to solicit rs at agency ra 

Bolicitors and intending Patentees should obtain thelr “ Handbook 
for Inventors,’’ gratis on application or by letter, 
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City of London.—Safe Investment in an abundantly-secured Freehold 
Ground rent of £60 a-year. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the LONDON TAVERN, on TUESDAY, MARCH 
97, at ONE, a FREEHOLD GROUND-RENT of £60 per annum, for about 80 
, with reversion to the rack-rent secured upon the premises formerly 
nown as No. 24, Savage-gardens, situate at the north-west corner 
of Colchester-street, Tcwer-hill, forming a portion of the substantial pile 
of buildings known as the Trinity Bonded Warehouses, which have lately 
been erected by the lessees, 
Particulars of 
Messrs. COX & SONS, Solicitors, 14, Sise-lane, Bucklersbury ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 


Winn ¢ Builders, Brickmakers, and Building Socvieties.—About 





tkacres of valuable Freehold Building Land, well adapted for small 
houses and cottages, being in a suitable neighbourhood within sight 
of Selhurst Station, with frontages to good roads, in which are sewers 
and gas mains; a sewer also runs through the property, and there is a 
constant supply of water. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the LONDON TAVERN, on TUESDAY, APRIL 
17, at ONE, in One Lot, about 74 acres of valuable FREEHOLD BUILD- 
ING LAND, near Selhurst Station, having frontages both to White 
Horse-road (the principal road from Norwood to Croydon) and Pawson’s- 
road, with great capabilities for the erection of moderate-sized houses 
and cottages, which can be readily let and sold at remunerative prices. 
The land contains fine brick earth and gravel ; malmsand stock bricks of 
superior quality have for some time be made there, and the necessary 
plant is upon the property, so that builders may make their own bricks 
during the progress of building operations, and as there is a constant 
demand in the neighbourhood for bricks and gravel, a considerable ad- 
ditional income may be realised from these sources. 
Particulars of 
R. S. GREGSON, Esq., Solicitor, No. 8, Angel-court, Throgmorton - 


street : 
and of the Auctioneers, No. $0, Cheapside. 





Old-park, Clapham Common—A first-class Family Mansion, with its 
surrounding grounds of creat beauty, kitchen-garden, stabdling, &c., to 
be Sold, with immediate possession. 


N ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 

are instructed to SELL by AUCTION, at the LONDON TAVERN, 
on TUESDAY, APRIL 17, at ONE (unless an acceptable offer be made 
inthe meantime), the first-class FREEHOLD FAMILY MANSION, for 
many years the residence of Villiers Dent, Esq., known as Old- park, 
Nighingale-lane, on the scuth side of Clapham-common, a remarkably 
healthy, open, and agreeable neighbourhood, within an easy five miles’ 
drive of the city and west end. It is surrounded by residences of a supe- 
rior class, each having extensive grounds, and contains 13 or 14 bed and 
dressing rooms, store and linen rooms, spacious corridors, capital entrance- 
hall with portico, dining room, elegant drawing room 29 by 18, library, 
study, kitchen, scullery, pantry, &c., on the ground floor, and other 
Offices in the basement, including servants’ hall. househeeper’s room, &c., 
there is also an ample range of out oitices, a seven-stall stable, two loose- 
boxes, harness-room, large coach-house, two rooms for coachman, a 
walled kitchen garden, with vinery and conservatory about 80 feet long, 
also a small farmery ; the lawn and pleasure grounds are well timbered 
and planted with choice shrubs. The whole comprises about four acres 
and the purchaser can, if wished, have the eption of buying additional 
land adjoining. The property is well supplied with warter, is thoroughly 
dry, and in every respect adapted for a gentleman’s establishment. 

Particulars of 
T. G. BULLEN, Esq, Solicitor, 7 and 8, Barge-ya:¢-chambers, 
Bucklersbury ; of 

Messrs. WIMBLE & TAYLOR, Architects, 2, Walbrook; and of the 
Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





Periodical Sales of Absolute or Contingent Reversions to Funded or other 
Property, Annuities, Policies of Assurance, Life Interests, Railway. 
Dock, and other Shares, Bonds, Clerical Preferments, Rent Charges,and 
all other descriptions of present or prospective Property. 


R. FRANK LEWIS begs to give notice that his 
A SALES for the present year will take place at the LONDON 
TAVERN, on the following days, viz.:— 
Friday, April 13. Friday, July 13. Friday, October 12. 
Friday, May 11. Friday, August 10. Friday, November 16. 
Friday, June 8. Friday, September 14, | Friday, December 14 
Particulars cf properties intended for sale are requested to be forwarded 
‘at least 14 days prior to either of the above dates, to the offices of the 
Auctioneer, 36, Coleman-street, E.C., where information as to ralue, &c., 
and printed cards of terms may be had. 


Periodical Sales of Freehold, Copyhold, and Leasehold Estates, Shares, 
Mortgages, Reversions, Leases, Goodwills, &c.—Established in 1844, 


ae ° 
N ESSRS. C. C. & T. MOORE respectfully inform 
the Public that their Monthly Sales of the above description of 
@roperty are appointed to take place at GARRAWAY’S Coffechouse, 
‘Change-alley, Cornhill, on the following Thursdays in 1866 :— 
April lath, July 12th, Septemr. 13th, November 8th, 
May =-:10th, | August 9th, | October ilth, | Decemberl3th. 
June Mth, 

Particulars of property intended to be included in any of the above 
‘sales should be sent to the offices at least fourteen days prior, but a 
longer notice is preferable. 

Auction Offices, 144, Mile-end-road, E., December, 1861. 


Bx00ks & SCHALLER (removed from Piccadilly), 
2 —The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in 18¥0), of 
ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hunting Quarters, Shoot- 
ings and Fishings, Farms, &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at 
their Offices, 25, Charles-stret, St. James's, S.W., opposite the Junior 
United Service Club. Particulars inserted without charge, but for next 
Publication must be forwarded before the 8th of each month. 











City Freeholds, near to Bishopsgate Without. 
ESSRS. HUMPHREYS & SON will SELL by 
BA AUCTION, on MONDAY, the 19th MARCH, at TWELVE for 
ONE precisely, at GARRAWAY’S, by order of the Executors of the 
late S. Valentine, Esq.,in Two Lots, valuable FREEHOLD ESTATES, 
containing an area of about 4,200 feet superficial, and comprising three 
Dwelling-houses and Shops, a Warehouse with residence and factory and 
large yard, situate No. 3, Sandy’s-row, and Nos. 17, 18, and 19, Widezate- 
street, Bishopsgate-street Without, partly let on lease, and partly 
available for immediate occupation. May b2 viewed by leave of the 
tenants. 
Particulars, with plans, to be obtained of 
Messrs, E. J. SYDNEY & SON, Solicitors, No. 46, Finsbury- 


circus ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 61, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 
Absolute Reversion to One-fourth part of £5,000 in the Three per Cen t. 


Bank Annuities. 2 

ESSRS. BROOKS & SCHALLER will SELL 

by AUCTION, at GARRAWAY’S Coffeehouse, Change-alley, 
Cornhill, on WEDNESDAY, MARCH 28th, at ONE o’clock (unless in 
the meantime disposed of by private contract), the absolute REVERSION, 
upon the death of a widow lady aged 77 years and a gentleman aged 63 
years, to ONE-FOURTH part of £5,000 in the Three per Cent. Bank An- 
Nuities, standing in the name of the Accountant-General of the Court of 
Chancery, with benefit of survivorship to the remaining three fourth 

rts. 





Particulars may be obtained at Garraway’s; of 
Messrs. WOODBRIDGE & SONS, Solicitors, 8, Clifford's-inn, Fleet- 
street, E.C. ; 

and of the Auctioneers, 25, Charles-street, St. James's, S.W. 
| Me Lanta AND HOUSES, Country and Town 

4d Residences, Landed Estates, Investments, Hunting Seats, Fishing 
and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &c.—Mr. JAMES BEAL’S REGISTER of 
the above, published on the Ist of each month, forwarded per post, or 
may be had on application at the Office, 209, Piccadilly, W.—Particulars 
for insertion should be forwarded not later than the 28th of each 
month. 








LAW PRINTING. 
ATES AND ALEXANDER, 


Law AND Poustic Companies Painters, 

7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E. C., 
Invite the attention of the Legal Profession to the superior advantages 
their Office affords for the execution of every description of Princing. 
They invite orders for— 

PARLIAMENTARY BILLS, APPEALS, BILLS OF COMPLAINT, ANSWERS 
Aad all Legal D-cuments. 
MEMORANDUMS AND ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION. 
PROSPECTUSES, and all work in connection with Public Companies 
Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Auctioneers’ Catalogues, Posters, &c, 


BILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 
FOR CASH, 

PER 4s. 6d. PAGE, 
A Lower Charge than has hitherto been offered by the Trade. 

Price IF PUT To Account, 
10 Copies. i 30 Copies. 
8 pages......... £2 2s. Os. £2 4s. 6d. 

YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C. 





30 Copies. 
£2 Gs. 6d. 


NLACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, $s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, l4s. 6¢. to 50s.: Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. t0 20s. Paent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s, Gd. set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s she set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Seuttles, 2s.6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack's Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, l4s., lés., and 18s. per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and L sgpasamee 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and iQs. All war- 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
ehasers are requested te send for their Catalague, with 350 drawiags, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmoa- 

ry, &c. Maybe had gratis or pest free, Every article marked in plain 

igures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
relebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


r rail. 
= RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


dh SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post tree. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House, 
Estz.blished nearly 50 years. Orcers edove £2 sent carriage free, 





LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 










to Sterling Silver. le Pattern, Thread, King’s. 

2ae@ 882.G@ 2026 283 4 
Table Forks, perdoz...... 110 GQandiis 0 230 #30 0 
Dessert ditto .. 1 0 Gand! 0 0 156 e@ 228 
Table Spoons .. 110 GQandl is Oo 2:8 0 3: 00 
Dessert ditto ... 10 Qandilee 1180 2 2 @ 
Tea Spoons .....cceceeeee O18 GQand@ ls 0 i3 6 10 @ 


Every Articlp tor the Table asin Silver, A Sample Tea Speon fer- 
warded on recefrt of 20 stamps, 
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ELICAN LIFE INSURANCE OFFICE, 
(ESTABLISHED IN 1797,) 
No. 70, Lombard-street, E.C., and 57, Charing-cross, S.W. 
DIRECTORS, 


Octavius E. Coope, Esq. Henry Lancelot Holland, Esq. 
William Cotton, Esq., D.C.L.,F.R.S. | William James Lancaster, Esq. 
Thomas Henry Farquhar, Esq. Sir John Lubbock, Bart., F.R.S. 
Jas. A. Gordon, Esq., M.D., F.R.S. | Benjamin Shaw, Esq. 
Edward Hawkins, jun., Esq. Matthew Whiting, Esq. 
Kirkman D. Hodgson, Esq., M.P. Marmaduke Wyvill,jun., Esq. 
ROBERT TUCKER, Secretary and Actuary. 
Notice.—The next Distribution of Profit will be made at the end of 
1868. All Policies now effected on the “ return system” will participate. 
The last Bonus varied from 28 to 60 per cent. on the premiums paid. 
Loansin connection with Life Assurance upon approved security, in 
sums of not less than £500. 
For prospectuses and forms of proposal apply to the Secretary, or to 
any of the Company’s Agents. 


(aes, MEDICAL, AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
13, ST. JAMES’S-SQUARE, LONDON, S.W. 
EsTABLISHED 1824. 











President.—The ArcHBIsHoP OF CANTERBURY. 
Chairman.—Right Hon. Jonn Ropert ear M.P. 
: Witt1am Bowman, Esq., F.R.S. 
Deputy-Chairmen. } si. CHaRLes Locock, Bart., F.R.S. 
FINANCIAL RESULTS OF THE SOCIETY’S OPERATIONS, £ 






The Annual Income, steadily increasing, exceeds ............ 207,000 
The Assurance Fund, safely invested, is over ...... vee 1,491,000 
The New Policies in the last year were 498, assuring . 337,973 
The New Annual Premiums Were .........ssecsesseseerees 11,329 
The Bonus added to Policies at the last Division was, + 275,077 
The total Claims by death paid amount to ......... -» 2,096,149 


The following are among the distinctive features of the Society :— 

Crepir SysTEM.—On any Policy for the whole of life, where the age 
does nut exceed 60, one half of the Annual Premiums during the first 
five years may remain on credit, and may either continue as a debt on 
the Policy, or be paid off at any time. 

Low Rates OF Premium ror Youne Lives, with early participation in 
Profits. 

ENDOWMENT ASSURANCES may be effected, without Profits, by which 
the Sum Assured becomes payable on the attainment of a specified age, 
or at death, whichever event shall first happen. 

InvaLiD Lives may be assured at rates proportioned to the increased 
risk. 

Prompt S: TTLEMENT OF CLaims.—Claims paid thirty days after proof 


of death. 
BONUS YEAR—SPECIAL NOTICE. 

All With-Profit Policies in existence‘on June 30th, 1866, will participate 
in the Bonus to be declared in January, 1867, so that persons who com- 
plete such Assurances before June 30th, 1866, will share in that Division, 
although one premium only will have been paid. 

Tables of Rates, Forms of Proposal, and the Report just issued, can be 
obtained of GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Actuary and Secretary. 

13, St. James’s-square, London, S.W. 


COMMISSION. 

10 per Cent. on the First Premium, and 5 per Cent on Renewals, is 
allowed to Solicitors. The Commission will be continued to the person 
introducing the Assurance, without reference to the channel through 
which the Premiums muy be paid. 


Feed UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. 


Chief Offices—126, Cuancery Lane, W.C. 
Subscribed Capital—ONE MILLION STERLING. 
The Fire and Life Departments are under one management, but with 
separate Funds and Accounts. 
Chairman—Sir WILLIAM FOSTER, Bart. 
Deputy-Chairman—Mr. Serjeant MANNING, Q.A.S. 
FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

Subscribed Capital £750,000, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

The Lusiness consists of the best classes of risks. 

Insurants will be allowed the full benefit of the Reduction of Duty. 

Claims settled promptly and liberally. 

LIFE DEPARTMENT. 

Subscribed Capital £250,900, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

A Bonus every five years. Next Bonus in 1869. At the Division of 
Profits in 1864, the Reversionary Bonus amounted to from 15 to 50 per 
cent. - annum on the Premiums paid, varying with the ages of the 
insrvred. 

Prospectuses, Forms of Proposal, Reports of the Company’s Progress, 
ard every other information, will be forwarded, postage free, on applica- 
tion to any of the Local Directors or Agents of the Company, or to 

FRANK McGEDY, Secretary. 


D EBENTURES at 5, 5}, and 6 per CENT.— 
CEYLON COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Subscribed Capital, £750,000. 
ABECTORS, 

Lawford Acland, Esq., Chairman, Duncan James Kay, Esq. 
Major-Gen. Henry Pelham Burn. Stephen P. Kennard, Esq. 
Harry George Gordon, Esq. Patrick F. Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
George Ireland, Esq. Robert Smith, Esq. 

Manager—C. J. Baatnz, Esq. 

The Directors are prepared to ISSUE DEBENTURES for one, three 
aud five years, at 5, 5}, and 6 per Cent. respectively. 

They are aiso prepared to invest Money on Mortgage in Ceylon and 
Mauritius, either with or without the guarantee of tne Company, as may 
be arranged, 

Applications for particulars to be made at the office of the company 
No.7, East India-avenue, Leadenball-street, London.—By order, 

R. A, CAMERON, Secretary. 




















DEPOSITS 
RECEIVED BY 


_ CREDIT FONCIER AND MOBILIER op 
ENGLAND (Limited). 


RATES FOR MONEY ON DEPOSIT. 

This Company receives Money on DEPOSIT,in sums of £10 and up- 
wards,at the under-mentioned rates, from this day UNTIL FURTHER 
NOTICE, viz.:~ 

At 14 days’ notice, 54 per cent. per annum. 

At one month’s notice, 6 per cent. per annum, 

FOR FIXED PERIODS OF , 

Not less than three months and up to six months, 53 per cent, per 
annum. 

Beyond six months and up to nine months, 6 per cent. per annum. 

Beyond nine months and up to 12 months, 64 per cent. per annum, 

Beyond 12 months and up to 24 months, 64 per cent. per annum, 

Forms of application can be obtained of the Secretary, to whom all 
communications must be addressed. 

By order of the Court, ALFRED LOWE, Secretary, 

London, 17 and 13, Cornhill, March 15, 1866, 


HE LONDON JOINT STOCK BANK give 
NOTICE that the Rate of Interest allowed on Deposits at Seven 
Days’ Call is This Day REDUCED to Four and a-Half per Cent, per 
annum. JOHN W. NUTTER, General Manager, 
No. 5, Princes-street, March 15th, 1866. 


ya OR Teac? DEBENTURES, secured on large 
FREEHOLD PROPERTY in London, and bearinz Interest at 
SIX PER CENT.—A limited amount will still be received, in sums of 
£50 and upwards, by the Inns of Court Hotel Company (Limited), on 
their Debentures, which are issued for three, five, or seven years, ard 
have Coupons attached for payment of interest half-yearly. 
H. T, L, BEWLEY, Secretary, 
63, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C., March, 1866. 
A Commission allowed to Sulicitors. 


ERSEY DOCK ESTATE.—LOANS OF 
| MONEY. The Mersey Docks and Harbour Board hereby give 
NOTICE that they are willing to receive LOANS OF MONEY onthe 
security of their Bonds, at the rate of Four Pounds Fifteen Shillings per 
centum per annum interest, for periods of Three, Five, or Seven Years, 
Intere_ warrants for the whole term, payable half-yearly at the Bankers 
of the l'oard in Liverpool, or in London, will be issued with cach bond, 
Communications to be addressed to George J. Jefferson, Esq., Treasurer, 

Dock-office, Liverpool. 
By order of the Board, JOHN HARRISON, Secretary, 

Dock office, Liverpool, Nov. 16, 1865, 


HE LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY 

(incorporated by Special Act of Parliament in 1853), Right Hon. 
Lord Naas, M.P., Chairman.—To Landowners, the Clergy, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors, &c.,in England and Wales, and in Scotland. The Company 
advances money, unlimited in amount, for the following works of agricul 
tural improvement, the whole outlay and expense in all cases being liquie 
dated by a rent-charge for 25 years :— 

1. Drainage, irrigation and warping, embanking, enclosinz, clearing 
reclamation, planting for any beneticial purpose engines or machinery for 
drainage or irrigation. 

2. Farm roads, tramways, and railroads for agricultural or farming 
purposes, 

3. Jetties or landing places on the east coast, or on the banks of navi- 
gable rivers or lakes. 

4. The erection of farm houses, labourers’ cottages, and other buildings 
requirai for farm purposes, and the improvement of and additions to 
farm houses and other buildings for farm purposes, 

Landowners assessed under the provisions of any Act of Parliament, 
Royal Charter, or Commission, in respect of any public or general works 
of drainage or other improvements, may borrow their proportionate share 
of the costs, and charge the same with the expenses of the lands improved. 

The Company will also negotiate the rent-charges obtained by Land- 
owners under the Improvement of Land Act, 1864, in respect of their 
subscription of shares in a railway or canal company. 

No investigation of title is required, and the Company, being of a strictly 
financia! character, do not interfere with the plans and execution of the 
— which are controlled only by the Government Enclosure Commis- 

oners. 

Apply to the Hon. WILLIAM NAPIER, Managing Director, 3, 
Parliament-street, London, S.W. 


AW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 
AT THE LAW INSTITUTION, CHANCERY-LANE. 
This Society will Meet on Tuesday next, the 20th inst., at 7 o'clock 
p.m., for the Discussion of a Legal Question. 
5, Berners-street, W. THOMAS WIDDOWS, Secretary. 


VHE attention of SOLICITORS and Members of 
the LEGAL PROFESSION is respectfully requested to the Accom- 
modation «ttered for WITNESSES and Others at the Northumberlaud 
Hotel, 10 & 11, Northumberland-street, Strand. Within a short distance 
of the Law Courts, Westminster, and Lincoln’s-inn, Arranzemeats made 
by the day ur week.—Address, Mrs. Tans, Proprietor. 


pr 
OLICITORS’ BOOK-KEEPING (Three Methods), 
by G. J. KAIN, F.S.S. > 

Kuin’s Triple Column System, 7th Edition, ts, 

Kuin’s Single and Double Column Systems (ia one volume), First iss 
7s. od. (just published), 

Kain’s Rental System (bound up with each of the above). & 
Kain, Sparrow, Wirt, & Co., 69, Chancery-lane, W.C.; Watertow 
































Sons, London-wall, and through all Booksellers. 
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